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Our Other Publications 

Books available from :— 

D. K. Shrnastavya, 

50 Vidyavihar, Jaiprakash Nagar, 
Goregaon, Bombay 44, 

(1) Kayasthas'in Kashmir 
( 2 ) Nationality of Vallabhi Kings 
(3 ) Shri Bhagawan Chitragupta 
( 4 ) Archaeological Errors Rectified 
( 5) Chaulukya Chandrika Lat-khand 


( 6 ) 


(7) 



* ( 10 ) 

i (11) 
i ( 12 > 

* (13) 

i < 14 ) 

? (15) 

I (16) 
l ( 17 ) 


„ Vatapi-khand 

11 Adi-khand 


( 8 ) History of Vasudeopur Chaulukyas 
( 9) Latche Marathi Aitihasik Lekh - Part I 


99 99 99 99 Part II 

Advent of Marathas in Bundelkhand 

Episodic Gleanings 

Vengeance 

Are Rajput-Maratha Marriages Morganatic 
Elements amongst Marathas 
Parmars of Abu Chandrawati 
Supekar Panar Gharane Lekh Sangraha Part I 


(18) Angrey of Kolaba >n British Records 


M. M. Potdar’s Appreciation 

[ Ever since the idea of celebrating the Centenary of the 
first major freedom struggle was mooted we were sceptical 
about whether it would be done in the right way. Con¬ 
fining our remarks to the publication of the Commemora¬ 
tion volumes by the Central and State Governments we 

make bold to say that our apprehension has been proved 
right. 

We undertook, therefore, the task of collecting and pre¬ 
senting to the public the achievements of innumerable un¬ 
known but courageous souls, who lost their all for the sake 
of the motherland, but have found no proper place in the 
Government publications for want of proper handling. 

We are giving below a letter received from M. M. D. V. 

POTDAR, an eminent historian and scholar. He has upheld 

our views and accorded unflinching support to our efforts 

Readers, of whatever school, will, we are sure, likewise 

appreciate and encourage us to proceed with the publication 
of subsequent volumes. ] 


Mahamahopadhyaya Datto Waman Potdar, 

4 Lokalaya 77 Shanwar, Poona 2 . 
24-6-1958. Saur Ashadh 3 , 1880. 

My Dear Shrivastavaji, 

The other day you handed over to me your typed 

volume -Traitors and Patn'ots-about 1857. I am glad 

you have re-entered the field. I was also delighted 

see that in this line you have now worked on 
some aspects of 1857. 

+ ,, 1 bfXf dlscussed the matter at some length in our 

an i? iaV c e gi r n yOU an idea of m y v ^ws about 
1857. The Bombay Committee, I explained to you so 

lar as I am concerned-of course, though a member of 
the same, my name finds no mention in Vcl. I publish¬ 
ed by the Govt, of Bombay ( Source Material Vol. I, 



2 

1857 ) therein, in that capacity. I do not complain 
about it. But I think that the publication of the Selec¬ 
tions, though generally recommended by the Committee 
cannot be considered as the joint work editorially of 
the Committee. Our work was to consider matters of 
a general character. But the selections were made by 
the office staff and sent to us for remarks. But all the 
materials we could not see always obviously as members, 
in the original. Personally I had some consulta¬ 
tion with Shri. Joshi and Palande. Well, be that as it 
may, I feel very strongly that we must have as much 
original material about 1857 published as possible. 

I believe, though printed material about the last 
century about India are so immense and vast, yet more 
material must be published to enable us to study the 
whole history again and afresh with no bias, no oartiality 
bit certainly from the point of view of a free Indian. 

I, therefore, would be hapoy if you print the fresh 
materials gathered by you about 1857. 

I have noted with pleasure that in the searches 
you have made, yo i have concentrated on the Southern 

Maharashtra States and their anti-British activities 

% • 

in these parts in 1857. This would go some way to 
direct the attention of the students and the scholars 
who are apt to feel that the South was inactive and 
cold in toto at that time. The part olayed by the 
Rajas of Shorapur and Juth and the Gosavis led by 
Purshottam Giri Baba at Oomrani (Juth) would prove 
interesting. 

To ^ 

Pandit Shri Vastavya, Yours sincerely, 

Vidya Vihar, l 

Jav Prakash Nagar, Sd/- Datto Vaman Potdar 

Goregaon, Bomoay. J 
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( a ) Re-entry into Historical Field 

After leading an active life in the field of Historical 
Research for about forty years we retired in August 1954 

Poona' 6 >-^ ajpUt ^ aratha Itihas Sansodhan Mandal’, 
Poona, which was becoming complicated every day ever 

since it was made a public institution. Leaving Poona we 

in W-d. .955 and short,; 

w..h the iz^ToZ:::: t tZT r c “ ed 

wanted us to be a f„n V tour of Ce ylon. They 

«* greatness of the' BuSLr^” dV ” 11 '° f osis * 

uuumsi cult and to prove that the 
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great principle of Budh originated with Budh after so many 
rebirths which to our mind was contrary to facts. 

Even the Panchashil, now so heartily upheld by our 
country and accepted by the right-thinking people of the 
world as the basis of ever-lasting peace and claimed to have 
been given to the world by Budh is a myth. These Pancha 
Shilas of Budh were called Panch Yamas and were the very 
back-bone of the Brahman cult, a subsequent name given 
to Vaidic Sidhant. We had also discovered that all the 
good sermons attributed now to Budh had its origin in 
Vaidic literature* This view of ours was not acceptable to 
the promoters of our Ceylon tour and we were not prepared 
to sacrifice our firm belief. We thus parted company. 

We had not yet recovered from the jolt of the Rajput 
Maratha Itihas Sanshodhan Mandal and the shocking 
attitude of the so-called believers of “ Truth ” turned us 
completely sceptic and we adopted a life of seclusion. We 
remained in retirement for more than six months. Mean¬ 
while, the country was being stirred from one end to the 
other with the mania of the 1857 centenary celebrations. 
Our Government came out with its publication “Eighteen 
Fifty-Seven ” by Surendranath Sen, with a foreword by 
Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, Ex-Minister for Education. 
News-papers, throughout the country, wrote columns over 
the foreword and the material collected by Mr. Sen. Being 
an old hand in the field of historical research our attention 
was drawn to the book. 

Even on a cursory perusal of the book “ Eighteen Fifty- 
Seven ”, we found that it had not delved deep into the 
subject but was confined to ready materials presented by 
uropean writers. It has thus become a replica of their 
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views. We are constrained to observe that it has totally 
failed to take even the slightest notice of the nationalist 
point of view. Most of the leaders of the uprising are given 
a step-motherly treatment or are altogether ignored. The 
most glaring negligence on the part of the author is the way 
he has ignored the Bhils residing on both the banks of 
Narmada, Khandesh, Gujarat and Karnatak. Malawa too 
has not fared well at his hands. The struggles of the people 
of Malawa have not been given their due place. 


The book lauds the triumphant march of Mr. Durand 
after the fall of Dhar to Jawara and Mandsaur and return 
to Indore. Besides, “ Eighteen Fifty-Seven ” is very vocal 
in describing the defeats of the rebels. 


Being devoted to the history of Gujarat and Maha¬ 
rashtra for the last 27 years we have had a full knowledge of 
struggles in Malawa, Khandesh, Gujarat and Maharashtra 
and also being devoted to the History of Rajputs we had 
some inkling of the struggles of the Rajputs of Doab com¬ 
prising the Districts of Meerut, Bulandshahar, Aligarh, 
Farukhabad, Manipuri-Cauwnpur, Fatehgarh and Allahabad. 
We had also knowledge of the struggles of the people of 
Oudh. We can say without fear of contradiction that 

the Talukedars of Bhadawar-Ayodhya-Bhadri-Kalakar- 
Murarmau-Tiloi-Pratapgarh-Awa-Puwayan, Manda and 

Bara-Shankargarh were fattened with rewards from their 
British Masters for the betrayal of their country and 
for rendering all possible help against their own kith and 

kin. The ruling princes of Benares-Rampur and Tehari 
•also were rewarded for similar deeds. 

“ Eighteen Fifty-Seven ” makes a sweeping remark that 
nowhere in the country did the uprising have national backing 
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except to a certain extent in Oudh. It opens:—“In Oudh, 
however, the revolt assumed a national dimension though 
the term must be used in a limited sense, for the conception 
of Indian was yet in the embryo. To the Punjabi the'* 
Hindustani was still a stranger, very few Bangalees realised* 
that they belonged to the same nation as men from Maha¬ 
rashtra and the people of Central India and Rajputana’ did 
not.acknowledge any bond of kinship with the people of the 
South. The unity of a common bondage, had however 
ushered in a vague sense of a different kind of unity, though 
the idea had taken root in the society in general. But in 
spite of racial, religious and linguistic differences the people' 
of India felt that they had something in common as against; 
the Englishmen. That is why a Rajput bard found in the' 
Jat victory at Bharatpur a theme worthy of his muse, and 
the Bundela delighted in the British disaster in Nepal. 
Religion is the most potent force in the absence of territo¬ 
rial patriotism and in 1857 men from all walks of life joined 
hands with sepoys in the defence of religion. The feudat 
Lords of Oudh summoned their tenants not only in the 
name of religion but also in the name of their kings. Their 
king had been unjustly deposed, their country forcibly , 
annexed, and they had not only a political grievance to 
redress but a moral wrong to undo. As Mohamad Hussain 
pointed out, the English were the aggressors in the eyes of. 
the Oudh Chiefs and the barons felt they were fighting for 
their king as well as their faith. Feudal loyalty at one time 
served for patriotism and the overwhelming majority of 
people shared the feelings of their leaders. It is true that. 
there were exceptions, there were Chiefs like the Rajas of 
Balrampur and Shahgahj, who, either from the sense of 
loyalty to their new masters, or from a conviction that they 

would ultimately win, found i it expedient to stand by the., 

_ • ' • • • • • ® * # # •• • • 
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Government. They were amply rewarded for their worldly 
wisdom. The patristic leaders like Beni Madho and Devi 
Bux steadfastly trod on the path of duty though it led to 
death, and Russel found indubitable evidence of the public 
esteem they enjoyed “in the beclouded countenance of the 
.village around “after the fall of Shankarpur 

We are thankful for the small mercy shown by “Eighteen 
Fifty-Seven ” to the nationalist sense of the people of Oudh 
. though beclouded by leanings to twist it in a different 
channel. We are more grateful to “ Eighteen Fifty-Seven ” 
for giving due credit to the national hero Rana Beni Madho 
and his close associate, Raja Devi Bux of Gonda. We are 
also extremely sorry at not finding even partial justice done 
to these two heroes by “ Eighteen Fifty-Seven 

Now a few words about Malawa. Having written the 

History of Supekar Pawars from whom the Twin States of 

Dewas and Dhar, within the jurisdiction of the Agent to 

the Governor General, with head-quarters at Indor, are 

descended, we had definite knowledge that due to the 

minority regime Dhar was impotent for either way action 

though its army revolted. But the Rulers of the Twin 

Dewases, Rukamangad of Senior and Haibatrao of Junior 

helped the British with men, money and materials and were 

rewarded wffh the grant of the confiscated territory of 

hakur Daulat Singh of Raghavgarh. Moreover, we had 

nowledge that the close associate and comrade in arms of 

Thakur Daulat Singh of Raghavgarh, the Thakur of Piplia 

met the same fate. But “ Eighteen Fifty-Seven ” allots them 

no space. Poor Anandrao Pawar, the minor Raja of Dhar 

was victimised for no fault of his own. First his State was 
confiscated but later on was restored mjnus Berasia Djs _ 

tnct. Sikandar Jahan Begam, the .Ruler of Bhopal, sheltered 
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the British fleeing from Indore and was rewarded with the 
Berasia District sliced out of Dhar. 

It may also be mentioned here ‘ Eighteen fifty-seven' 
has not done justice to other luminaries, the first among 
them being Raja of Amjhera, and his minister and com¬ 
manders, Nawab Fazl Mohd Khan of Ambapani who was 
hanged on 30th January 1858 and his brother Nawab Adil 
Mohd Khan, who waged war for over four years, Nawab 
Abdul Sattar Khan of Jawara and Jamadar Hira Sing of 
Mehedpur contingent who fought for nearly three years and 
the Vilayatis who were hanged at the place where the Bhils 

raised the banner of revolt against the British. 

0 

So far as both the linguistic divisions of Bombay (Maha¬ 
rashtra and Gujarat) are concerned we had knowledge 
having worked in the Bombay Secretariat Records, of their 
struggles during the memorable years 1857-58 and the huge 
mass of materials relating to the lost battle of freedom. We 
had also knowledge that Khanderao Gaikwad of Baroda, in 
recognition of his help in suppressing the freedom move¬ 
ment, got Knighted, Morchal,21 Guns Salute and exemption 
of the Rs. 3,00.000 annual tribute. The Nizam of Hyderabad 
Nawab Afzal-Ud-Daulah with his minister, Salar Jung, did 
his best to crush the movement and got from the British 
remission of Rs. 50,00,000/- with the grant of the fertile 
Doab of Raichur and Shahpur District and Dharasia Par- 
gana and was declared the most faithful ally. The British 
did not forget Salar Jung, the minister, who was the prime 
mover in keeping the Nizam faithful to the British. He was 
awarded with the insignia of the Most Exalted Order of the 
Star of India and with a grant of Rs. 30,000/-. Kolhapur 
also benefitted for loyalty to the British. 
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But finding no mention at all of either the people who 
participated in the national movement or those who had 
sided with the British and were benefitted in “ Eighteen 
Fifty-Seven ” we were stunned. It was a challenge to take 
up the cudgels for the forgotten heroes and to re-enter the 
Historical field. But we wavered fearing the ineffectiveness 
of a solitary cry in the wilderness. Meanwhile, the Bombay 
Government Publication entitled “ Source Material for the 
History of the Freedom Movement in India, Vol. I, 1818- 
18 85 ” attracted our attention. While going through it, 
when we reached pages 344-345, which contain the state¬ 
ment of Venkat Raja of Shorapur, we came to a stop 
because Para 9, printed at the bottom of page 315 had a 
new information for us. The last portion : “ The Deshmook 
elongs to the Dufflay family and all parties mentioned by 
the Rajah as being in league, are well known ” of para 9 
especially attracted our attention as we had full knowledge 
of the nomenclature “ Dufflay Deshmooks, ” due to their 
former residence at Dafiapur and the Patilki — the time 
honoured official position inherited from their maternal 
grandfather. Before the inheritance of Dafiapur Patilki 
ey had some Saranjam at Athani awarded by the Bijapur 
Government for their meritorious Military services and were 
residing there. And before their entry into Bijapur service 
they were free lancing opponents of the Moghals and had 

7f h \ at . ^ fa ™ us battle of Bhaturi as comrades-in-arm 
Shahaji Bhonsla. The real founder of Juth State, was 

batyaji Chauhan who had measured the sharpness of his 

sword with Shivaji, the rising star of Bhonsla’s desGny had 

helped Sambhaji-Rajaram and his wife Tarabai and had 
enjoyed independent sovereignty after the collapse of Bijapur 

Dlfr r 5 ! 0 6 ” 1 -^ AUrangaZeb 38 uuav °idable nuisance. 
During the uprising of 1857 the ruler of Juth was Amritrao 
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. Dafle II. His period ranged for 45 years from 1846 to 1891. 
- He was the most decried prince on the Gadi of Jath and 
. was deprived not only of his state but even private property 
. and was detained at Poona as an exile. 


The dotted space between “ The.. and Dufflay 

. Deshmook family ” made us eager to know the real fact 
/behind it. At once we devoted ourselves to our own collec- 
tion, numbering about 25 volumes — each containing about 
500 pages, materials collected from Peshawa Dafatar, 

( • • • 4 

Poona, Satara Residency Records — Bombay Government 

% * 

Records and Mackenzie collections Madras and Tirupati, 
Besides papers gathered from private sources. We drew 
_ blank and became desperate and fell again upon the Bombay 
, Government Publication and realised that Volume 28 
, of 1858 might be one belonging to the Secret Department, 

. which was not available to us during our researches. This 
. realisation, combined with our eagerness and the shock re¬ 
ceived from “ Eighteen Fifty-Seven ”, knocked out our 
indecision and made us fully determined to re-enter into 
• the Historical field. 


( b ) Researches and Achievement 

There were two avenues open for researches. One, the 
exploration of Published works and the other the Original 
‘Records preserved in the Archives of Provincial and Centra^ 
Governments. So far as the printed materials are con¬ 
cerned the Bombay University Library, containing very 
valuable and rare works on the subject was sufficient and 
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easily accessible to us. But except for the Bombay Univer¬ 
sity Library - the doors of various Provincial and Central 
Government Archives - being beyond the reach of our 
meagre resources, were closed to us. This was a formidable 
damper to our enthusiasm as our intended coverage included 
Oudh and Malawa. However, the realisation that Juth was 
within _ Maharashtra and Shorapur on its border revived 
our enthusiasm and we decided to begin with the Bombay 
.Secretariat Archive and University Library* Accordingly, 
we had our University Reader’s Card renewed but in the 
absence of the Director of Archives failed to get permission 
for researches in the Secretariat records. However, we set 
to work on the printed Records and Books, permission for 
which was not required. 

We started with Gazetteers and went through Satara, 
Kolhapur, Belgaum, I harwar and Sholapur and collected 
material of relevant information on the events within Satara 
and its feudatory territories, Southern Maratha country 
and Kolhapur and Sawantwari States, during the uprising 
of 1857. Besides, we went through the life of Captain 
Meadows Taylor, whose report containing references about 
Jath s complicity was printed by the Bombay Committee 
which had forced our re-entry into the Historical field. We 
collected much more information about Shorapur Raja’s 
part during the Uprising. Hardly had we finished with 
Captain Meadows’ life than we came across the “ Freedom 
Struggle in Hyderabad” published by the Hyderabad 
Committee containing new and forceful evidence of Juth’s 
complicity in the movement of 1857-58 and the close co¬ 
operation with Shorapur which raised our hopes and 
enthusiasm to a new high. The enthusiasm was short-lived 

, for the report said its statement about the Juth complicity 
-was based on information supplied by the Committee. This 
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brought us back again to the 
Secretariat. 


Archives of the Bo 
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Permission for exploration in the P. D. Secret and 
General Records having been obtained, we started with P. D. 
Volume 28 of 1858 containing Captain Meadows’ report 
referring to the complicity of Juth. We found three reports 
of Captain Taylor dated 22, 26 and 27 March 1858 appended 
with the correspondence between the Juth and Shorapur 
Rajas. This made us determined to pursue the researches* 
Now the question arises why this eagerness and anxiety to 
determine the complicity of Juth in the uprising of 1857 and 
1858 ? The answer is that having written the History of 
Juth after carrying out researches into the Peshwas Dafatar, 
Satara Residency Records and Bombay Archives and having 
sketched the History of Amritrao DufTIay Second and 
depicted him as a most sensual and incapable ruler on the 
Gadi of Juth, these new references now raised an eagerness 
and anxiety to find the truth at any cost to rectify the wrong 
done to one who was really a victim of circumstances and 
the displeasure of officials on account of his bold and in¬ 
dependent nature. We are glad that this work has not been 
published as yet for certain reasons and we are now able to 
amend our former statement on the information acquired 
from the Secret Volumes of P. D. Records which were not 
available to us during our researches some years ago. 

From the perusal of the Volumes list we found that the 
Archive not only contained Records related to Bombay 
Presidency with its four component parts Sindh, Gujarath 
including Kutch and Kathiawar, Maharashtra and Carnatak 
but Mysore, Madras, Hyderabad, Nagpur, Central India, 
Bhopal, Bhupavar, Indore, Gwaliar, N. W* P* (Present 
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Uttar Pradesh), Bundelkhand, Rewah, Delhi, Punjab and 
Rajputana as well. These records are preserved in 72 
volumes pertaining to the year 1857 and 73 volumes to 1858. 
This made us happy and melancholy. Happy, because wo 
were no more required to knock at the doors of other 
Provinces and Central Archives and melancholy because it 
was not an easy task. However, we decided to handle it in 
two sections viz., Northern and Southern. Accordingly, we 
brushed aside the volumes relating to Northern India and 
undertook the exploration of the Southern section. During 
the last four months we have explored the following 
volumes belonging to the Secret and General Sections of 
P. D. Records. 


1. 

P. D. Volumes of 

1857 : 

23-24-25-26-27-28-29-30- 
31-32-33-34-35-36-37-38- 
173 and 174. 

2. 

- do - 

1858 : 

19-20-21-22-23-24-25-26- 
27-28-29-30-31-32-33-34- 
35-36-37-38-39-40-41-42- 
182-183-184-185. 

3. 

- do - 

1852 : 

145. 

4. 

- do - 

1853 : 

125-126-127-128-129 and 
130. 

5. 

- do - 

1854 : 

94. 

6. 

- do - 

1855 : 

98. 

7. 

- do - 

1856 : 

129. 

8. 

- do - 

1859 : 

146-U7 and 141. 

9. 

- do - 

I860 : 

121. 

10. 

- do - 

1861 : 

43. 

11. 

- do - 

1862 : 

33-93 and 94. 

12. 

- do- 

1863 : 

47. 

13. 

- do - 

1864 : 

43. 

14. 

-do - 

1865 : 

41. 
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From these volumes we collected papers on the follow¬ 
ing topics submitted in six Instalments and got them released 
-after proper scrutiny :— 


1. 

Papers related to Shorapur affairs. 

2. 

** 

99 

Jumkhandi affairs. 

3. 

99 

9f 

Chandikota affairs* 

, 4. 

99 

99 

Nargundi affairs. 

5. 

99 

• 

9 9 

Satara affairs, 

6. 

99 

99 

Kolhapur affairs, 

7. 

99 

99 

Juth affairs. 

8. 

99 

99 

Intercepted letters. 

9. 

♦ ♦ 

99 

Nana’s Farmans. 

10. 

99 

99 

Loyal Citizens letters. 

11. 

99 

99 

Petitions against Mr.Rose and others 

12. 

9 9 

99 

Arms and Ammunitions. 

13. 

99 

99 

Troops Movements. 

14. 

99 

99 

Various Trials. 

15. 

9 9 

99 

Spies' activities and report. 


From the perusal of these papers we find that the up¬ 
rising was not accidental but premeditated and it was deep- 
rooted and widely-spread* People from every walk of life 
had arrayed themselves against the British domination* 
Princes, Jaghirdars, Inamdars, Talukadars and Zamindars 
being deprived of their possession or being afraid to be 
deprived had joined the movement throughout the country 
and were secretly enlisting the sympathy of each other. The 
intelligentsia, whether in the Government of Princes, 
Jaghirdars, Inamdars, Talukadars and Zamindars services 
or in other occupations were being dissatisfied for some 
reason or the other engaged in subversive movements. The 
immediate cause of disaffection in Oudh was the annexation 
of the Oudh Kingdom and the new settlement* Similarly, 
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the immediate cause of disaffection in Maharashtra was the 
annexation in Shorapur, Tasgaon and many other Jagirs. 
The disaffection in Shorapur was based upon the sending 
of the troops by the British under treaty obligations with 
the Nizam of Hyderabad and pressure brought upon the 
Bedur King for submission. Besides, many selfish and 
motivated British officials being annoyed by the firm attitude 
of the rulers and their refusal to submit and earn the plea¬ 
sure of the officials concerned, had become vindictive and 
victimised the chiefs forcing them into the laps of the 
subversive movements. In many parts of the country the 
British refusal to recognise adoption not only made the 
affected Chiefs and Rulers hostile, but made others appre¬ 
hensive and sympathetic to the movement. The differential 
treatment meted out to Princes and people had given an 
impetus to the feeling of hostility against the British. 

From the intercepted letters in the Shorapur corres¬ 
pondence with Juth, Jumkhandi and Miraj and other papers 
we find that centres were established at Bombay, Thana, 
Poona, Ahmednagar, Aurangabad, Hyderabad, Raichur,. 
Gulbarga, Sholapur, Akalkot, Chandikot, Juth, Sanglee, 
Miraj, Tasgaon, Karad, Satara, Sunkeshwar, Kolhapur, 
Belgaum, Bellary, Mysore, Ramdoorag, Nurgundi, Mudhol, 
Jumkhandi and Shorapur and the movement was conducted 
by local leaders. There were also centres at Burhanpur, 
Indore, Ujjain, Gun, Seepree and Gwaliar. The Gwaliar, 
Ujjain and Indore Centres were in correspondence with 
Poona, Satara and Kolhapur. Over and above all, the 
name of Nana Saheb, the Peshwa, was freely used by the) 
Gwaliar, Ujjain and Indore centres in the correspondence 
with Poona, Satara and Kolhapur. Not only this, orders were'*, 
issued by leaders; of various centres in the name of Nana; 
Saheb. „ Traces of such correspondence with Shorapur are; 
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also found. Puthuswamy, the Brother-in-law of the Shora- 

pur Raja who was incharge of the Shorapur Centre, was 

positively acquainted with the movement conducted at 
Satara. 


There is unrefutable evidence of the coherent movement 
between Tasgaon, Miraj, Jumkhandi, Sankeshwar, Juth, 
Akalkot, Mudhol, Nargundi, Chandikot and Shorapur. 
Puthuswamy had deputed one Purushotham Giri Baba to 
get people from the above places prepared and to fix up the 
date for the simultaneous rising. Thurumal was sent with 
a letter to Puthuswamy, addressed to the Raja of Jum¬ 
khandi and Juth. Letters were also sent to Narayan Rao 
Dufflay Oomranikar, the first cousin of the Juth Raja, who 
was in-charge of conducting the movement from Juth and 
•Oomrani Centre. Later on a third emissary was sent by 
Puthuswamy to Baba Purushotham Giri who was staying at 
Oomrani in Juth to conduct the movement, asking him to 
expedite the arrangement with the people of Jumkhandi 
and other places and to return after fixing the date for the 
•declaration of the war of liberation. 


The Shorapur Raja was recruiting Arabs and Rohillas 
and had entrusted the task of recruitment of Arabs and 
Rohillas to various Jamadars. More than half-a-dozen 
copies of Parawanas signed by the Raja of Shorapur were 
adduced at the trial of the Raja as evidence of his making 
preparation for waging war against the British. Hundies 
sent to leaders of various centres were also adduced as 
•evidence of his financing the movement. Evidence that the 
centres were contributing money for the collection of arms 
and ammunition is also not wanting. Collections of thou¬ 
sands of fire arms, several Hundreds of Guns of various 
.sizes i. e., 3 pounders, 5 pounders, 10 pounders, 15 pound¬ 
ers and 20 pounders and for the manufacture of Cannon 
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Balls in thousands for these Guns are also available. From 

official reports we find that about eighty thousand arms of 

various types were either destroyed, removed or confiscated 

from Sanglee, Miraj, Jumkhandi, Kurundwar and other 

places. Thirty thousand arms of various types and about 

two hundred guns from Satara territory and the country of 

Satara Feudatories were either removed or destroyed being 

surrendered by the chiefs. It was only Juth which neither 

submitted a report of fire arms and guns nor surrendered 

or destroyed them, but left the guns wherever they were to 

be confiscated or destroyed or removed by the British 
authority. 

Out of these papers, the proceedings on the report of 

Mr. Goldflinch, the Shorapur Magistrate and Mr. J. N.Rose, 

the Satara Magistrate and Agent for Feudatories, it appears 

that the despatch of Aden Troops for guarding the country 

between Bhima and Krishna rivers intended to be encircling 

Juth was approved by the Bombay Government. Besides 

the occupation of Sangli and Miraj was considered inevitable 

for controlling Juth. From the posting of troops at 

Mangalweda, Pundharpur, Bijapur, Badami, Bagalkot and 

Kaldgee added with the occupation of Miraj, Sanglee and 

Tasgaon, Juth was practically encircled all egress and in¬ 
gress being closed. 

We further find from Captain Sandford’s report that 
Juth had totally ignored the proclamation asking Feudatories 
to report their arms and ammunitions and to surrender or 
destroy them and Mr. Rose was ordered to confiscate, re¬ 
move or destroy them and Dufflays weapons of war were 
accordingly collected and destroyed. 

On the submission of Captain Meadows’ report with 
the attached correspondence by Lt. Cuthbert Davidson, the 
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Hyderab d Resident to the Bombay Government deputed 
Mr. J. N. Rose to confront Juth Raja and his cousin, Appa 
Saheb Narain Rao Oomranikar with the letters and to 
arrest them for complicity in the uprising. A large number 
of people were arrested, inhumanly treated and terrorised 
and the chief deprived of his sovereign power. 

Shorapur, Jumkhandi, Chandikota, Satara and Kolha¬ 
pur have been more or less dealt with by the Bombay and 
Hyderabad Committees but the Kolhapur Raja’s aid to the 
British with men and materials have not been properly 
tapped. It will suffice to say that without his army and 
guns the history of the Kolhapur army’s revolt would have 
been different. Had not Jumkhandi destroyed the large 
arms and ammunitions collected there, which was decidedly 
not his own collection, on the first sign of danger but manly 
stood his ground, the British would not have obtained an 
easy victory. As regards the treatment meted out to 
Shorapur, a great injustice has been done by misrepresenta-- 
tion of historical facts. Whatever the prosecuting advocate 
has represented of the historical event during the trial is 
gross misrepresentation. The Committee have not rectified 
them but only added more misstatements. Besides, no 
attempt has been made to point out the staunch character 
of the Shorapur Raja. 

So far as the report of the spies are concerned, if they 
performed their assignment faithfully and honestly we have 

M 

no grudge against them, as they were paid for it and for 
which they sold their conscience. But we cannot help, 
saying a few words about the loyal citizens. We aie brush¬ 
ing aside the doings of individuals who for avenging the. 
personal grudge or for personal gain spied or helped the 
British because motivated and selfish people can do any¬ 
thing. Of course the doings of Princes cannot be taken as- 
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individual deeds because they spoke and acted in the name 
of their people which was not a fact. But to decry the 
freedom fighters as traitors as a class and bring in the 
name of God or religion is something which we cannot 
ignore or swallow. We find a petition signed by about one 
hundred Mussalmans of Bombay stating that the fight with 
the ruler under whose wings Mussalmans reside was against 
their religion i. e., the dictum of the Quran and Hadis. If 
it be a fact then what about the Fatwas of the Hyderabad, 
Lucknow and Delhi Moulvies. We have no answers at all. * 

We are glad that our four and a half months’ labour 
from 3rd July to 12th November in the Bombay Secretariat 
archives has borne fruit and we are able to present to the 
public some neglected aspects of the 1857-1858 Uprising' 
If in any way it serves to remove the misconception from 
the minds of the public, even in the slightest degree — on the 
topic of 1857-1858 — we shall feel our labour fully repaid. • 


( c ) An Apology for the Title : 

Patriots and Traitors of 1857-1858 : 

We owe an explanation to our readers for the selection’ 
of our title “ Patriots and Traitors of 1857-1858 ” for the' 
present work. The moment we glance over the events 

of 1857 and 1858 the question arises : Was the Movement 

confined to the Indian section of the army or did it spfeacf 
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amongst the masses ? If it was confined to the Army alone, 
the proper and appropriate name would be “ Mutiny If 
on the other hand, it was a mass movement, it cannot be 
styled as a Mutiny. In the British Records, we find the 
words Mutineers and Traitors, Insurgents and Rebels used 
throughout and the movement as a whole is referred to as 
Treason. So far as the revolt of the Army is concerned, 
the word Mutiny is just and proper. But a mass movement 
cannot be called treachery or treason and calling the masses 
traitors does not sound well. Even Dr. Webster defines the 
meaning of the word ‘Traitor’ in a different light. According 
to him a Traitor is : “ One who violates his allegiance and 
betrays his Country ; One guilty of Treason ; one who in 
breach of trust, delivers his country to its enemy or any fort 
or place entrusted to his defence, or who surrenders an 
army or body of the troops to the enemy unless when van* 
quished, or one who takes arms and levies war against 
bis country/’ 

Now we shall take up consideration of the other twin 
words, Insurgent and Rebel: These two words according 
to Dr. Webster refer to the two stages of action against the 
Government. He asserts : “ An Insurgent marks an early 

and a Rebel an advanced stage of opposition to the Govern¬ 
ment. The former rises up against the Ruler and the latter 
makes an open war upon them.” Further on, while 
defining the word Rebellion he writes : “ The act of rebel¬ 
ling is open and avowed renunciation of the authority of the 
Government. ” But can a foreign Government be acknow¬ 
ledged as Government established by law ? Can taking up 
arms against a foreign conqueror for driving them out and 
liberating the country be called Insurrection, Rebellion or 
Revolt ? Dr. Webster himself provides us with a convincing 
answer while defining the word 4< rebellion ” : “ Among the 
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Romans, rebellion was originally a revolt or open resist¬ 
ance to their Government by nations that had been subdued. 
It was a renewed war, ” Thus he styles the Roman revolts 
as wars of Independence and while defining the word in¬ 
dependence he writes : “The state or quality of being 
independent ; absence of dependence ; exemption from 
reliance on others; or control from them; self subsistence 
or maintenance; direction of own affairs without inter¬ 
ference ” and cites the American declaration of independ¬ 
ence : “ The Declaration of the Congress of the United 
States of America, on the 4th of July, 1776, by which they 
formally renounced their subjection to the Government of 
Great Britain. ” 

Let us now find out whether the Rising of 1857-58 was 
accidental or calculated. For a solution, we will have to 
go back into the history of the country since the advent of 
the British East India Company. Our primary concern 
being confined to Maharashtra, we are not bothering our¬ 
selves with the problem of other Provinces. 

Ever since the fall of the Peshwa and of Maharashtra 

becoming a part of Company’s occupation, many revolts 

took place one after another till the uprising of 1857-1858. 

For want of time and space, we cannot narrate all the 

revolts from beginning to the end except for a concise 
narration. 


For the sake of convenience we are designating these 
risings as : (1 ) Peshwa Territory (2) Satara Territory 
/3) Southern Maratha country (4) Kolhapur Territory 
•( 5 ) Sawant Territory and ( 6 ) Shorapur and narrating the¬ 
se revolts in numerical order. 
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(1 ) Disturbances in the Peshwa’s Country 

Ramosis and Kolis’ Rising 1826-1850 : 

* 

The Hill Tribes of Poona and Ahmadnagar territories 
rose against the mighty British East India Company’s 
Government. The Ramosis were the first to take the field. 
Being greatly affected by the Company’s policy of disband¬ 
ing. in the year 1826, the Ramosis rose in open revolt 
under the leadership of Umaji Naik. For three years bands 
of Ramosis committed great atrocities and violence. The 
Company's Government, being unable to suppress the 
Ramosis, adopted a conciliatory attitude in 1827, pardoned 
their past deeds, promised to take back disbanded men into 
service, recognised their land grants and promised to issue 
new land grants provided they gave up arms. Ultimately, 
the Ramosis were placated with employment in the Hill 
Police Services and grants of rich lands. 

First Koli Rising 

» 

Encouraged by the success of the Ramosis, the Kolis of 
Poona and Ahmadnagar raised their head. Strong detach¬ 
ments were sent to suppress them. After strong action, th^ 
Kolis were defeated, their gangs were broken and leader^ 
arrested in 1830. 

Second Koli Rising 

Early in 1839, the Kolis appeared in various parts of 
Sahyadri and attacked and looted villages. The Kolis were 
joined by members of all castes and creeds. Under the 
leadership of Bhauji Khare, a Brahman, Chimnaji Jadhav, 
a Maratha and Nanaji Darabare, a Koli, men were organis¬ 
ed into systematic military units. Thereafter, the three 
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leaders declared that they were working on behalf of the 
Peshwa and assumed charge of the Government of the terri¬ 
tory occupied. While planning to occupy Ghode, they were 
defeated by the combined attack of Lt. Rudd, the Superin¬ 
tendent of Police and Mr. Rose, the Assistant Collec¬ 
tor. Fiftyfour Captives were tried. Two of the leaders, 
Ramchandra Gore and a Koli were hanged. 

Third Koli Rising 

In the year 1844 under the leadership of the Bhangaria 
Brothers — Raghuji and Bapuji — the Kolis again rose 
against the Company’s Government, As on the previous 
occasion members of all castes and creeds joined the Kolis. 
The Bhangarias made several successful attacks on the 
British forces. Throughout the campaign under the leader¬ 
ship of the Bhangaria Brothers, no violence of any kind was 
committed - Except in two cases where the noses of the 
two village headmen were cut. The disturbances spread 
from Purandar (Poona) to Satara. On 18th August 1845, 
Raghuji Bhangaria was betrayed, but he escaped. Raghuji 
Bhangaria was supposed to be gifted with supernatural 
powers and exercised great influence over the people of 
North-west Poona. He levied tax in Poona and Thana 
territories. However he was captured on 2nd January 1848. 

Ramosis Take Up The Lead 

During the insurrection of the Bhangaria Brothers, the 
Ramosis were not idle spectators but were contributing their 
mite against the Company Government. At this time, the 
leadership of the Ramosis passed over to Tukya and 
Makrya, the two sons of Umaji Naik of 1825 fame. These 
two Ramosi leaders were joined by Khemaji Govli. All the 
exploits of Umaji Naik were repeated by his sons. After 
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the capture of Raghuji Bhangaria his followers joined Tukya 

and Makrya. These two brothers led the revolt for about 

three years but on 19th April they were defeated and 

captured. ( Bom. Gaz. Vol. XVII. Pages District Part II 
P. 306 and 309). 


( 2 ) Satara Territory 

Attempts for Recovery of Lost Empire ( 1826-1839) : 

Chatrapati Maharaja Pratap Singh, disgusted with his 
subordinate position, decided to get rid of British domination 
and to recover the lost Empire of his illustrious forefather, 
Shri Chatrapati Shivaji Maharaj. His eyes fell upon the 
Portuguese Governor of Goa and Appa Saheb, the Ex-Raja 
of Nagpur* Accordingly, in 1826 he sent Nago Devarao to 
Dorn Manoel, the Portuguese Viceroy of Goa. A draft 
treaty was prepared, but the negotiations prolonged till 1828, 
for about two years. At last in 1829, Dom Manoel sent 
Erculano Dattora to enquire whether Chatrapati Maharaja 
Pratap Singh acknowledged Nago Devarao as his representa¬ 
tive for carrying on the negotiations on his behalf. From 
Satara, Erculano Dattora returned fully satisfied and report¬ 
ed in favour of an offensive and defensive alliance* The- 
conditions proposed were :— 

1. That Portugal was to supply troops for the re¬ 
covery of the old Maratha Empire. 

2. That Chatrapati Pratap Singh was to bear the 
cost of the troops supplied ; 

3. That after the old Maratha territory was recover¬ 
ed, Portugal was to be rewarded with money and 
certain territory ; 

4. A portion of Portuguese troops was to be sub¬ 
sidised at Satara. 
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But for some reason, the treaty was not concluded till 
the end of 1834. Then, in 1835 Chatrapati Pratap Singh 
sent Madhaw Rao Shirkey to Goa, but before his arrival 
there the Portuguese Governor, Dom Manoel had left for 
Portugal and his mission had failed. Thereafter, Chatrapati 
Pratapsingh tried to make common cause with Appa Saheb 
and also tried to induce the Indian soldiers to rise against 
the British. The British authorities, getting intelligence of 
his intrigues, chargesheeted him and asked him to explain 
his conduct. He gave a very vague reply. He did not, 
however, repudiate the charges made against him and flatly 
refused to apologise. As a last recourse, James Carnac, the 
Bombay Governor wanted Chatrapati Pratap Singh to give 
an assurance that he would abide by and fulfil the terms of 
the 1818 Treaty, but this too he refused, saying that by do¬ 
ing so he would be lowered in the eyes of the people. His 
refusal resulted in his deposition and transportation to 
Benares. ( Bom. Gaz. Vol. XIX. pp. 310-311 ). 

2. Dhararao Rising : 1840-1844 : 

Dhararao Pawar was a native of Karad. He raised the 
standard of rebellion in 1840 and making Prachetgad, in 
the Shirsol Mahal of Karad, his centre, fought many skir¬ 
mishes with the British forces, but was suppressed. 

3. Ramchandra Khanderao Satve’s Activities : 

Ramchandra Khanderao Satve was an associate of 
Dhararao Pawar. While Dhararao concentrated his acti¬ 
vities around Karad he slipped down to Poona in 1840 and 
tried to seduce the army there, but failed because intelligence 
had reached the British before hand. 

4. Disturbances in Kuladgee : 

There were two disturbances in Kuladgee District ( now 
called Bijapur) before the uprising of 1857-1858. The 
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heroes of both the risings were Brahmans. One is called 
the Dikshit’s Revolt and the other Petkar’s Revolt. In both 
the risings the heroes established parallel Governments and 
assumed full sovereignty. 


5. Dikshit’s Rising of 1824 : 

Divakar Dikshit was a man of learning and religious 
inclination. As usual with religious-minded people, he 
exercised some influence over the masses. He was a very 
.sensitive man and smarted under the strain of foreign 
•domination and wanton attack on his religion. He decided 
to destroy the root instead of picking the leaves. He made 
a headlong plunge against the mighty Company’s Govern¬ 
ment. He collected a large number of followers and started 
-raiding the Company outposts. After a few successful raids, 
he openly attacked Sindgi, occupied the place and the terri¬ 
tory around. He established his own Government, but 
within a very short time he was uprooted. 

6. Petkar Unfurls the Banner : 

*9 

When Chatrapati was escorted to Benaras, Narsing 
■Dattatreya Petkar interviewed him at Nimba. Thereafter 
.making a round of Nasik, Ahmad..agar, Poona, Shorapur 
and Raichur, he went to Hyderabad. There he befriended 
the Arab leaders, Koheran and Talib, and through them 
.collected a large number of Arabs, and went to Deodurg* 
There the number of his men reached one thousand. From 
Deodurg, Narsingrao attacked Badami, and killing the 
guards, occupied the fort and unfurled the banner of 
Chatrapati Shahu of Satara. He commenced his rule over 
the occupied territory in the name of Chatrapati. At last* 
sandwiched between Belgaum and Dharwar forces, he was 
defeated, captured, tried and sentenced and detained in 
Ahmadabad Jail, where he died in 1862. 
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( 3 ) Trouble Around Juth 

Lai Geer’s Activities in 1845 : 

While the Dhararao and Petkar uprisings were taking 
place, Baba Lai Geer Goswami started inflaming the minds 
of the people in the neighbourhood of Juth. He collected 
a large number of people and rendered valuable support to 
both the leaders of the rebellion, but after the suppression 
of the Dhararao movement and the defeat of Petkar and the 
fall of his Government, Lai Geer disbanding his men, dis¬ 
appeared about the middle of April 1845. Juth was suspected 
to be implicated in Lai Geer’s movement and an explanation 
was called for. Bhageerathi Bai, the then Ruler, submitted 
a report and was exonerated. 

( 4 ) Kolhapur Territory 

The Gadkari Rebellion of 1844 

The literal meaning of the word Gadkari is “ Guard in 
the fort. ” In other words, the keeper of a fort. The office 
of Gadkari was in vogue throughout Maharashtra. Gadkaris 
were given land in lieu of their services. After the advent 
of the British, the Gadkaris were subjected to great hard¬ 
ship, throughout Maharashtra, due to the assumption 
of their service land. However, the Gadkaris of Kolhapur 
were made of different stuff. They decided to protect their 
lands at any cost. Closing the gates of Bhudhargad and 
Samagad they challenged the authorities. Forces were sent 
several times against them but they held their ground. In 
no time, a large area became affected. Parallel Govern¬ 
ments were established and those people sympathetic towards 
the British were subjected to great atrocities. However, 
after ten months the Gadkaris were defeated. 
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( 5 ) Sawantwadi Risings: 1830-52 & 1836 


The Saw ant Bhonsles of Sawantwadi became protecto¬ 
rates of the British in the year 1819. There were three 
revolts against the British domination. These revolts were 
suppressed by the British and after each suppression, the 
British tightened their hold and fresh fetters were imposed 
on the power of the Ruler. But after the suppression of the 
third rising, the British deposing the Ruler, Khem Sawant 
IV 1838, assumed full charge of the Government. The 
ruler reconciled himself to his fate but the heir-apparent, 
Anna Saheb, remained defiant. At the time of the Kolhapur 
rising in 1844, he took up arms against the British, assumed 
the Government of the state and started negotiations with 
the native rank and file of the British army. This revolt 
did not remain confined to the territory of Sawantwadi, 
but spread over Varad and Pendur in British possession. 
However, after several military expeditions calm prevailed 
to be broken only by the rising of 1857, headed by the 
brother of the deposed Raja Khem Sawant IV, which was 
crushed in 1859, after two years constant fighting in the 
forest area between Sawantwadi and Canara coast. 


( 6 ) Shorapur. 

Clouds were gathering on the horizon of Shorapur long 
before the revolt of 1858. Narsing Rao Pethkar, during his 
campaign of enlisting sympathy, had visited Shorapur and 
stayed there for some time. His visit gave an impetus for 
movement against the Nizam and the British. There were 
two revolts against the Nizam and the British authority. 
One is called Hanappa Revolt and the other Ishawarama 
Rising. The first took place in the year 1841-42 and the 
second in 1848. 
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Hanappa Revolt 

In the year 1841, Hanappa Naik revolted. Arabs in 
the employment of the State joined him in his attempt to 
free the country from the clutches of the Nizam and from 
the influence of his British allies. The Hyderabad Contin¬ 
gent at last was sent on 20th January 1842. On 4th Febru¬ 
ary 1842, Hanappa in an action in Itkal village was defeated 
and taken prisoner. Thus ended the Hanappa revolt after 
about a year and a quarter. 

Rising Of Rani Ishwarama 

In the year 1848, Rani Ishwarama rose against the 
Nizam and the British domination and a large body of 
fighters joined her. She aimed to capture Captain Meadows- 
Taylor; but her intention before hand reached Captain 
Taylor, who requisitioned troops and on arrival of the 
contingent, he apprehended the Rani, along with her 25 
leading followers and removed her from Shorapur. After 
her arrest the uprising subsided. 

Thus, it is clear that repeated attempts were made by 
people belonging to every walk of life to oust the British 
Government ever since they occupied the Peshwa territory 
in Maharashtra. So the uprising of 1857 was not accidental 
but a repetition of previous attempts and comes under the 
category of renewal of war. Such movements were not 
confined to Maharashtra only, but in every nook and corner 
of the country. This explanation of Dr. Webster does 
not include those who fight against foreign domination 
and try to drive out the foreigners, the enemy of their 
country, for breaking the bondage and gaining freedom. 
Such people deserve the glorifying title of “ Patriots, ” the 
meaning of which according to Dr. Webster is : “ A person 
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who loves his country and zealously supports and defends it 
and its interests. * 9 Further naming of the movement as 
Treason is also wrong, because Dr. Webster defines the 
word as : “ The offence of attempting to overthrow the 
Government of the State to which he owes allegiance” or of 
betraying the State into the hands of a foreign power, dis- 
Joyalty or treachery. The intention of the mass movement 
in the couutry was not of betraying the State into the hands 
of any foreign power, but to liberate it from the yoke of 
foreign subordination, by driving out the foreigners. So 
it cannot be called Treason, Disloyalty or Treachery, unless 
the following explanation : 

“ In Monarchies, the killing of the king, or an 
attempt to take his life, is treason. In England, to 
imagine or compass the death of the King, or of the 
Prince, or of the queen consort, or the heir apparent of 
the Crown, is high treason or as many other offences 
created by Statute. In the United States, treason is 
confined to the actual levying of war against the United 
States “ or an adhering to the enemies, giving them aid 
and comfort. ” 

is applied without paying any regard to the meaning and 
understanding of the United Kingdom or the United States, 
cannot be applicable to our father-land. Besides, the domi¬ 
nation of the British East India Company was not a state 
under the British Crown. Such being the case, the British 
laws were not applicable at all. 

Now judging by the standard of Dr. Webster, those who 
fought for the liberation of the country and lost their lives, 
power or worldly belongings, were “ Patriots ” and those 
who sided with the British and helped them by men, money 
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and materials for the continuation of their domination over 
the country were Traitors ” in the full sense of the word 
and its definition quoted above. 

During the liberation movement of 1857 and 1858, we 
find both types of men from Kanyakumari to Kashmir and 
from Bengal to Baluchistan. The majority of the Princes, 
Talukedars and Zamindars and individuals who sided with 
the British come under the definition of “ Traitor ” and 
those who fought against the British under the definition of 
Patriots. As light is intended to be thrown on both sides 
we picked on the title “ PATRIOTS AND TRAITORS ”. 

(d) Our Gratitude 

Before ending this long prefatorial statement we think 
it imperative to express our gratitude to :— 

(1 ) Dr. P. M* Joshi, Director of Archives for his 
promptness in granting permission for Researches 
in both the Secret and General Sections of the 
P. D. Records and releasing our papers in time. 

( 2 ) Our esteemed friend Shri H. M. Joshi, in-charge 
of Government Researches, who has often spared 
his valuable time for discussion and had thus 
rendered very great help to us. 

(3) Shri V, C. Khobrekar M. A,, of the Records 
Office with whom we have often discussed the 
subject matter of researches and who helped us- 
in our drive. 

(4) Prof. Coelho of St. Xavier’s College who was 
ever ready to discuss the subject and being himself 
engaged in one aspect of the 1857 and 1858 up¬ 
rising, proved helpful to us. 
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(5) Shri Setu Madhorao, by whose undaunted efforts 
the Hyderabad publications have been brought 
out and who had by his unreserved discussion 
with us on the subject of Shorapur made our task 
easier and by indicating many new references. 

(6) Shri Anderson, Assistant Librarian of Bombay 
University, who had helped us in various ways. 

( 7 ) The Superintendent of the Records and his staff 
for their kind attention and whole hearted co¬ 
operation. Especially Shri Sheikh Abdul Karim, 
who possesses a remarkable knowledge of the 
Records and a photographic memory and could 
find any reference in the twinkling of an eye. A 
living library in himself, Shri Karim renders 
prompt and valuable service to all. 

( 8) S. Ravindra, formerly of Free Press and now in 
the Times of India who kindly went through the 
M/S and helped in making the subject presentable. 


Shri Datta Jayanti, 
Shaniwar, Margashirsh 
Poumima, Sambat 2014, 
Shake 1879, 

7th December 1957 



V. S. Shrivastavya, 

Vidyavihar, 50 Jaiprakash Nagar, 
Goregaon, Bombay 44. 


Delayed Government Permission: 

A Damper! 

--- 


We had a mind to publish the present Volume on 
26th January 1958, The Republic Day and had made all 
arrangements with the press. However, after the comple¬ 
tion of the press copy, we had a talk with our friend 
Dr* P. M. Joshi, The Director of Archieves and informed 


him that for doing full justice to the subject and giving the 


readers first hand opportunity to form their own opinion, 


we are incorporating some of the important documents in 


extenso : Being told to apply for Government permission 

to print the documents in extenso, we withheld the printing 

and applied for permission, though obtaining it was told to 
be a mere formality. 


Much correspondence passed after the submission of our 
application, till 22nd January last. We received, Director’s 
Letter No. 314 of 1958 on 23rd January 1958 calling us for 
consultation in respect of the desired permission. We res¬ 
ponded immediately and the consultation resulted in the sub- 
. misslon of a fresh application on 24th January last. From 
January 24th till 13th June last, we passed the days in great 

anxiety and even had to approach the higher authorities. 
We had to inform the Government to exhonerate us from 
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the publishing the Volume on 15th August 1958. However* 
we received Government letter No. 2004 of 1958, 13th June, 
according the desired permission. 

This delay has frustrated our ambition of publishing 
the present Volume as originally designed as the charm of 
the Centenary celebration being practically over and the 
enthusiasm of the people being drowned and publication of 
any work on the Revolt of 1857 rendered useless. Still we 
are publishing the Volume deleting 3/4 of the matter entitled 
Historical Resume as it represents quite a new angle and 
throws light on the activities of the neglected heroes. Except 
for a few original letters to form 2 sets of Appendices rest 
of the relevant Documents are incorporated at proper places,. 

Anyhow we are thankful to the Government for the 
permission, even though it is belated. 


Mangalwar, Guru Pournima, 
Sambat 2015, 1st July 1958. 


V. S. Shrivastavya 


( 1 ) CONTRAST BETWEEN 

BOMBAY AND HYDERABAD COMMITTEES 

The Bombay Committee, manned by prominent mefi 
of Maharashtra, from every walk of life, was expected to 
have much more insight into the past and the present 
history of Deccan, esoecially of the Marathi-speaking 
area, but they cut a very sorry figure while dealing 
with the history of the 1857 and 1858 uprising. The 
following states go under the heading of Deccan 
States:— 

1. Kolhapur 2. Akalkot 3. Aundh 4. Bhor 5 .Jam- 
khandi C. Jath 7. Kurundwadi ( Sr. and Jr. ) 8. Janjeera 

9. Miraj ( Sr. and Jr. ) io. Mudhol li. Phaltan 
12. Ramdoorg 13. Savnur 14 Sawantwadi 15. Wadi. 

There were many more states, such as Satara and 
others, that had lost their existence before the uprising 
of 1857 and 1858. Out of these States, Jamkhandi, 
Miraj, Kolhapur, Mudhol, Akalkot and Juth were in¬ 
volved in the uprising of 1857 and 1858, according to 
the statement of the Raja of Shorapur. The Bombay 
Committee was fully aware of this as we find from the 
Committee’s publication on page 319, under the heading 

“ Deccan States were ripe for rebellion ” the following 
statements:-— 
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Rulers of Indian States which had been permitted 
by the grace of the British Conquerors to continue to 
exist in a position of subordination to the Paramount 
Power could not, in the nature of things, join in the 
rebellion of 1857 immediately after its outbreak. But 
there seems to have been strong undercurrents of 
sympathy for that stirring adventure in the minds of 
many Rulers and several of them were inclined to stand 
on the fence, watching the course of events as it was 
rabidly developing. British authorities were not unaware 
of this uncertain attitude and looked upon the activities 
even of Rajas, who were known to be allied viz. Gwaliar, 
Baroda and Indore, with cautious suspicion. About 
the Southern Maratha Country, Sir John Kave had 
distinctly stated that “ Princes and Nobles were alike ripe 
for rebellion (Vol. I. Page 578). Many Deccan States were 
affected by the events taking place in the North. The 
Raja of Satara and Chimasahao of Kolhapur whose loyalty 
was suspected, were sent out of their territories under 
British order. Shorapur, Nargundi and Jamkhandi 
appear to have been plotting from the beginning. Raja 
Venkatappa of Shorapur, in the course of his statement 
made before Captain Taylor, gave names of persons 
who had enco traged and supported him in his attempt¬ 
ed insurrection and they included the names of the 
Rajas of Mudhol, Miraj and Jamkhandi. The emis¬ 
saries of Jamkhandi, one of whom was reported to be a 
high ranking officer and the other Chotosing, the 
Raja’s commander, were tried and blown off at the 
mouth of cannon at Belgaum. Nothing however could 
ne proved against the Raja himself, inspite of an 

elaborate inquiry and he was freed from confinement 

after a long period." 
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From the above quotation, it is clear that the 
Bombay Committee had in the first place, based its stand 
on the statement of Sir John Kaye and in the second 
place on the statement of the Raja of Shorapur made 
before Captain Taylor. Besides, it had full knowledge 
that the Southern Maratha Country States viz., Mudhol, 
Akalkot and Jamkhandi were encouraging the Raja of 
Shorapur in his intended insurrection and Jamkhandi 
was the centre of the subversive movement. Further, 
Shorapur territory was also affected. Over and above 
this, the committee, on pages 344 and 346-has re¬ 
produced Paras 4, 5, 8, and 9 of Captain Taylor’s report 
dated 25th March 1858. Para 5 contains the names of 
states, which we are quoting here : “ All these states, 
that is Jamkhandi, Miraj, Tasgaon, Kolhapur, Mudhol, 
Akalkot and Seett used to send messages denoting all 
to the same effect We are all one, will you not join? 
So I waited to join, but there was hardly any writing, 
only messages, denoting no tiling. Nana Shankeswar 
used to tell the British are scattered like dust.” In the 
above quoted statement of the Shorapur Raja, there is 
only one name “ Seett ” amongst the states, which is 
not carr ed down to us and as such sets a problem for 
Historians. Para nine of Captain Taylor's Report, 
quoted by the Committee, introduces another problem' 
by its statement: “ The above was all that the Raja 
stated of any consequence to-day and : t will be observ¬ 
ed that he continues to harp upon the conduct of the 
Jamkhandi and other Sirdars of the Southern Maratha 

Country. The.Deshmuks belong to the Dufflay 

and all other parties mentioned by the Raja as being 
in league, are well known.” So the State named 

Seett ” must be belonging to Southern Maratha 
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Country or to its border Country and situated near 
about or between Tasgaon, Sanglee, Miraj, Kurunwadee, 
Mudhol and Akalkot. The third problem is the state¬ 
ment “ The.Deshmook belongs to the Dufflay 

family ” which added with the further statement “ all 
other parties mentioned by the Rajah as being in 
league are well known ” posuivelv refers to 44 Seett ” 
the unknown State. Captain Taylor in his concluding 
para, positively announces “ The Seett'' Deshmcoks 
as belonging to Dufflay family/' 

The States named in the statement—Tasgaon, 
Sanglee, Miraj, Kurundwadee and Jamkhandi-go by 
the name of Patwardhans and are descended from one 
Hari Bhatt, son of Ballam Bhatt, an inhabitant of 
village Kotawara in Ratnagiri District. Hari Bhatt went 
to Prabal Kahetra and became a staunch devotee of 
Ganapati. He married the daughter of Shende Shastree, 
the Pujari of the Deval. He got seven sons, Krishna 
Bhatt, Balam Bhatt, Ramachandra Bhatt, Trimbak 
Bhatt, Mahadev Bhatt, Govind Bhatt and Bhaskar Bhatt 
from her. In nis old age - after the death of his fifth 
son, Mahadev Bhatt - Hari Bhatt leaving Prabal Kshe- 
tra, came to Naro Mahadev Joshi and was given 
shelter by him. When Naro Mahadev Joshi obtained 
Iehalkaranji in Inaam from Kapsikar Senapati, Hari 
Bhatt became his Purohit. When the marriage cere¬ 
mony of Venkat Roy, son of Naro Mahadev Joshi, with 
the daughter of Balaji Vishwanath, the first Peshwa, 
was being celebrated, Govind Bhatt, Ramchandra Bhatt 
and Bhaskar Bhatt, the three sons of Hari Bhatt, became 
acquainted with Peshwa. After the death of the 
first Peshwa, Balaji Vishwanath, when his son Baii Rao 




Volume I ( Maharashtra ) 


5 


Balaji became Peshwa, they ( Govind, Ramchandra and 
Bhaskar ) came to Poona and obtained service. From 
1722 to 1760 these brothers and their descendants served 
the Peshwa in various capacities. It was only in the 
year 1760 that fortune smiled on them and Miraj was 
granted to them. For 40 years these Patwardhans ren¬ 
dered memorable service to the Peshwa, 

Besides these Patwardhan States, there are four 
more States, Mudhol, Akalkot, Kolhapur and Seett. 
Out of these, Kolhapur being well known requires no 
introduction. Similarly, Mudhol oeing a formidable 
.contemporary and rival of Shivaji is not in need of any 
substantiation of its existence. Akalkot, also being 
descended from Fa f eh Singh Lokhande, the adopted son 
of Chathrapathi Sahu, is well known in Maratha His¬ 
tory. The only State, Seett named in the statement of 
the Shorapur Raja which is declared by Captain 
Meadow Taylor as belonging to the Duff lay family, re¬ 
quires some clarification. There is no trace of any 
state named Seett in the History of Maharashtra, either 
during the five Muslim States, Aadil Shahi, Nizam 
'Shahi, Bareed Shahi, Kuthub Shahi and Imad Shahi or 
during the time of the Moguls and their contemporary, 
the Bhonsles and their successors, the Peshwas. How¬ 
ever, the Deshmukh Dufflays of Jutt existed since the 
time of the Aadil Shahi Kingdom of Bijapur. The 
founder of the family, Setyaji Chohan Dufflay was a 
contemporary of Shivaji and he was known as the 
Deshmukh Dafflay of Jutt. During and after the fall 
of Bijapur, Setyaji had measured swords with the 
Moguls and had enjoyed a shortlived independence. 
He had granted six villages to his brother, Dhondaji 
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whose descendants are known as the Deshmookh Duff- 
lay of Dufflapur, while descendants of Setyaji are 
known as the Deshmukh Dufflay of Jutt. The capital 
of Deshmukh Dufflays had been Jutt since 1672 down 
to 1947 i. e., from the beginning till recently* Jutt 
State is situated between Tasgaoa, Sanglee, Miraj, 
Kolhapur, Kurandwari, Ichalkaranji, Mudhol and 
Akalkot. 

We can, therefore, safely declare that in para 5 t 
the name Seett is a misreading of Jutt. As regards the 
dotted space between ‘'the” and “Deshmook” the com¬ 
mittee seems to have deleted the word Seett, between 
the dotted space and if the space is filled with Jutt- 
the correct reading of Seett-the ambiguity disappears 
and the correct reading becomes “ the Jutt Deshmook 
belongs to the Dufflay family ”. This is not only our 
guess but a concrete fact based upon the comparative 
study of P. D. Vol. 28 of 1858 pages 157-174 and 
P. D. Vol. 25 of 1858 pages 3-4G wherein Captain 
Taylor's three roports are recorded. 

The Hyderabad Committee appears to be much 
more cautious and guarded in their dealing with the 
states of the Southern Maratha Country. Besides, the 
Conmittee seems to be well informed. The Conmittee 
has devoted 19 pages of its publication from page 84 
to 103. In the preliminary statement on page 84, it has 
tried to trace the History of Shorapur and taken back 
its existence to the time of Aurangazeb. But in our 
opinion, the Committee has blundered in this respect 
because Shorapur's existence goes back to the time of 
the Bijapur Kingdom. Further on the Committee has 
summed up in pages 98-103, the occurrences related to 
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the uprising of 1857 - 1858 . After dealing with the situ¬ 
ation directly connected with the Shorapur Raja, it 
has taken up the question of correspondence between 
Shorapur and various chiefs:- 

That there was correspondence between the various 
chiefs and prominent persons in North Karnatak and 
the Principality of Shorapur will be evident from the 
following note:- 

“ Besides the Nargund f Mundergi Halgalt and Jam- 
botee revolts, there were several attempts at rebellion in 
different parts of the Bombay Karnatak from 1857-1858* 

The Raja of Shorapur was said to be connected 
with the disturbances in man/ places during this period* 
The Shorapur country of the Nizam's territory borders 
on the Bijapur and Sholapur districts of the Bombay 
State. The name of the Bedar Raja of Shorapur was 
Venkatappa Naik Balwant Bahri. It was suspected that 
he was under the active influence of emissaries from 
Nana Saheb. The Shorapur Raja's real grievance 
against the British Government was that the latter had 
taken possession of a portion of the Nawao's territory 
yielding a revenue of Rs. 52 lakhs and that the Nawab 
had made him pay Rs. 3 lakhs to supplement the 
tribute amount, which the Nawao had agreed to pay 
to the British Government. The Raja of Shorapur had 
even sent his brother-in-law, Kottoo, with a force to 
regain that territory, but he did not succeed. Inwardly, 
therefore, he was bearing enmity towards the British. 

The Shorapur Raja had intrigued with the Desh- 
mook of Jumbgi in the Hippargi Taluka of the Bijapur 
District and they entered into a plot to overthrow the 
British. The medium of communication between this 
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Deshmookh and the Soorpur authorities was Gowdapoa 
Patil of Gowar in the Soorpur country* Before their 
plans could materialise, information of this contem¬ 
plated insurrection was received, early in January 1858 
at the Sholapur Collectorate. Baslingappa, for that was 
the name of the Deshmook of Jumbgi, and Shirshetti, 
his associate, engaged men for the purpose of the revolt 
and collected large quantities of arms and ammunition* 
Baslingapoa had also proclaimed the impending arrival 
of Nana Saheb Peshwa at Shorapur* The police raided 
the Deshmukh's residence at Jumbgi and his fort at 
KotnaL The search disclosed the existence of arms 
and ammunitions and also the arrangements devised for 
preparing gunpowder. Baslingappa, the Jumbgi chief, 
and his son were seised and tried for treason and their 
estates were confiscated. The Kotnal fort was also 
dismantled. 

As fears were entertained that the Jagirdar of Jutt 
was also likely to co-operate with the Raja of Soorpur, 
the Sholapur Magistrate had sent the Aden troops to 
guard the country between Bheema and the Krishna 
drivers. 

After a time, the people of Kalladgi rose against the 
British Government but Col. Malcolm and Lieut. Kerr 
speedily suppressed the rising/' 

From the above quotation it is quite clear that the 
Hyderabad Committee is more informed than the 
Bombay Committee and is laborious in its dealing with 
the events. At the same time it surpasses the Bombay 
Committee in all respects. Its notes related to the fear 
entertained by the Sholapur Magistrate about the likely 
co-operaPon oetween Jutt and Shorapur and his send- 


Volume I ( Maharashtra ) 


9 


ing of Aden Troops for guarding the country between 
Bheema and Krishna clearly establishes Jutt’s complicity 
in the National Movement of 1837-1858. 

The Hyderabad Committee knocks out the ground 
below when it merely announces that the statements 
incorporated between pages 81-103 are based upon the in¬ 
formation supplied by the Bombay Committee and directly 
admits that it has also not gone deep into the matter 
but confined to ready-made material put at its disposal 
by the Bombay Committee. The basis for Jutt com¬ 
plicity appears to be Captain Taylor's Reports and the 
correspondence attached to them. We should have 
been more happy had the Hyderabad Committee turned 
over Captain Taylor's reports and the correspondence 
attached to them and published at least those letters that 
passed between Jutt and Shorapur. Further, it should 
have gone through the correspondence passed between 
the Sholapur Magistrate and the Hyderabad Resident, 
relating to his sending of Aden Troops. The Com¬ 
mittee could have laid hands on these correspondence 
easily in the Hyderabad Residency Records where the 
original records are stored and were available to it. 
The archives of the Bombay Government and the Central 
Government have got copies of Captain Tavlor's re¬ 
ports and the correspondence between the Sholapur 
Magistrate and the Hyderabad Resident. But instead 
of doing so it simply leaves the reader to hop in the 
dark. However, in our humble opinion, the Hyderabad 
Committee deserves thanks for its putting the events 
in a well-organised chronological order, not only relating 
to the Southern Maratha Chiefs including Jutt, but in 
Hyderabad Territories as well. 



( 2) GROSS MISREPRESENTATION 

OF 

HISTORICAL FACTS 

The prosecutor, at the trial of Shorapur Raja, be¬ 
fore the seven-member tribunal, on 29th March 1858, 
starts with a historical review of the State and says:— 
“ The principality of Shorapur formed cart of the 
Kingdom of Bijapur, but about the period of Aurang- 
zeb's invasion of the Deccan, Chup Naik, an ancestor 
of the prisoner, availed himself of the confusion of this 

a T 

time to revolt. He purchased a nominal independence 
by the payment of a Tribute to the Nizam and to the 
Peshwa ” and tries to impart the idea that the Rajas of 
Shorapur from the beginning to the present time had 
been imbued with ingredients of ingrate in their blood 
and as such the fore-father of the Raja at the time of 
Aurangzeb's inroad into the Deccan had revolted 
against Bijapur and benefited oy the confusion. Simi¬ 
larly, Shorapur Rajas played the Nizam and the Peshwas 
against each other and preserved their independence. 

The Hyderabad Committee observes on page 84 of 
their Report under the heading “ Raja Venkatappa Naik 
of Shorapur ”—** Shorapur aoout 1857, was a small 
principality in the district of Gulbarga. This area was 
inhabited chiefly bv the clan of Bedars, a community 
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which had played a notable part in fighting against 
Aurangzeb during his Deccan campaign* The state of 
Shorapur was formerly a feudatory of the Marathas, but 
it came under British influence at the beginning of the 
nineteenth century This statement of the Hyderabad 
Committee is very vague and makes out that Shorapur 
was a feudatory of the Marathas. However, on com¬ 
ing under British influence at the commencement of the 
nineteenth century it was presented to the Nizam on a 
Gold plate. 

These statements of the Prosecutor before the Tri¬ 
bunal and the Hyderabad Committee are gross misre¬ 
presentation of History, and appears to have been oased 
upon “ A Historical sketch of the Princes of India stip¬ 
endiary subsidiary protected tributar and Feudatory ” by an 
officer in the service of the Honourable East India 
Company published in Edinburgh in the year 1833 
which we are reproducing here in full for the comparative 
study of our readers before proceeding further. The 
anonymous writer under the “ Joint tributary of the 
Nizam and Company ” writes:- 

“ The Raja of Shorapoor, Pid Naik. commonly 
called the Ramrnoosy Raja, himself and greater part of 
his subjects being of the Ramrnoosy tribe. The ances¬ 
tor of this chief, having aided Aurangazeb in the sub¬ 
jugation of the Beejapoor State, of which he was a sub¬ 
ject, was then made a Raja, and Royal Munsubdar of 
50CO. The Distrct of Shorapoor is situated between 
Krishna and Bhima and immediately above their junction, 
is about fortyfive mdes from east to west, its greatest 
length. The Raja purchased a nominal independence by 
paying an annual tribute to both the Nizam and Peshwa 
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in 1816. The former received 1,45,000 ruoees and the latter 
claimed, 85,0C0, and each levies a fine on the accession 
of new Raja. His revenues formerly amounted to eight 
lacs of rupees, but they do not now exceed six. In 1802 , 
the troops which the Raja had collected to resist the 
Nizam’s army, were estimated at 4000 Cavalry and 8000 
infantry and 4000 Behdurs, or Rammoosies, who form 
a militia, but now are employed when urgently 
required.” 

It goes without saying that the Public Prosecutor 
had more or less taken his stand on this state¬ 
ment quoted above. But we are only drawing atten¬ 
tion of our readers to ” He purchased a Nominal inde¬ 
pendence by the payment of Tribute to the Nizam 
and Peshwa ”, and take the link of our d’scusion from 
where it was left This statement of the anonymous 
writer is far from Historical truth. But it helps a lot by 
naming the year when Shorapur purchased tne nominal 
independence. Besides it informs that when the British 
East India Company in the year 1802 entered into an 
agreement with the Nizam and undertook to help him 
in subordinating Shorapoor, the Raja not only protested 
. verbally but resisted with arms. 

The Shorapur Principality owes its existence to the 
Vijayanagar Kingdom. It was very faithful to its 
master. After tne annihilation of Vijayanagar it fell 
within the sphere of the Adilshahi Kingdom of Bijapur 
and remained faithful all along and gave battle to 
Aurangzeb on behalf of its master. Even after the fall 
of Bijapur it did not recognise the suzerainty of the 
Mughal Emperor and declaring independence fought 
for more than twenty years. But in the end it 
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was subjugated. So it cannot oe accepted that the 
Rajas of Shorapur had ingredients of ingrate in their 
veins. Nor could it be acknowledged that they were a 

creation of either the Nisam or the Marathas. as 

/ 

implied by the Prosecutor and the Hyderabad 
Committee. 

Almost all the acknowledged authorities on Mara- 
tha History, beginning with Grant Duff down to Sir 
Jadunath Sarkar, bear testimony to our contention. 
Grant Duff was available to the Prosecutor, while to 
the Committee both Duff and Sarkar were handy mate¬ 
rial for Shoraour, but it is a pity that neither the 
Prosecutor nor the Hyderabad Committee had referred 
to these authorities while making their respective state¬ 
ments. Grant Duff, in part I of his book, “ Historv 
of the Marathas ”, on pages 202 and 203 writes:— 

To secure the new conquests, and to reduce the 
whoie of the territories subject to Bijapur and Golkunda 
it was now the first consideration. Reinforcements were 
sent to Kasam Khan in the Carnatic, to whose proce¬ 
edings, as connected with the Maratha progress we 
shall presently revert. Rhazad Khan was sent to re¬ 
duce the fort of Sagar, in possess’on of a Chief of the 
Berud tribes. This chief was Polygar and could com¬ 
mand 12,00» Infantry. But in dread of the Moghuls he 
surrendered. He was raised to the status of a com¬ 
mander or five thousand in the Moghul Empire. But 
he survived this honour only a few days. His son, Pern 
Naik, finding himself uncomfortable withdrew to the 
woods, collecting a band or his tribe and took his 
abode at Wakingerah. By plunder and robbery he 
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added to his number and in less than twenty years we 
find the first personal effort of the mighty Aurangzeb 
directed to reduce the Berud Naik of Wakingerah”. 

This statement of Duff positively belies the state¬ 
ment of the Prosecutor. It may be claimed that the 
orosecutor finds support for his statement regarding 
the revolt. We beg to differ, to rise against a foreigner 
and the enemy of one's own country is no revolt* 
Nobody dare deny that the Moghul Emperor 
Aurangazeb was a foreign conqueror as far as the Bijapur 
Kingdom was concerned. The father who submitted 
without a fight and surrendered his country could 
legitimately be declared a coward and a traitor. The 
son erased the stigma by throwing away the honour 
bestowed by the conqueror and manfully fought for 
twent/ years. But Grant Duff's statement is very short 
and vague. Firstly, he does not disclose the name of 
the coward king, secondly, he does not state anything 
about the background of the supposed coward chief 
and thirdly, does not divulge his relation with Bijapur. 
However, Sir Jadunath Sarkar presents the picture of 
the Berud Chiefs in a far better way. 

First in Vol. IV, Chap. 42 pages 103-195, he des¬ 
cribes the fight between Diler Khan and Pam Naik, the 
Berud King of Sagour. He says that Oder Khan re¬ 
ached Gogha about 8 miles South of Sagour on 20th 
February 1680. On 2ist he reached Shahp :ra below 
the fort and ordered the assault. The Bends from 
behind the Parapet of the fort-hillocks and boulders 
peeled their matchlocks with deadly effect on the 
JMughal troops. Diler Khan finding himself unable to 
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withstand the fire of the Beruds left the battlefield in 
the afternoon for Gogha with total casualties of 1700 men* 

Secondly in Vol. IV t Chap. 48 pages 457-458 he 

states:—After the fall of Golkunda on 21st September 

1687 the Imperialists renewed their activities in the 

Provinces of Adil Shahi Kingdom. The first campaign 

was directed against the Beruds. Pam Naik, the ruling 

Berud Chieftain commanded 12000 cavalry and 1C0000 

Infantry. He had inflicted crushing defeat on Diler 

Khan in 1680 and sent his men in defence of Bijapur 

and Golkunda recently. This enraged Auranggeb and 

he sent Khan^ad Khan from Hyderabad. Pam Naik 

submitted on 28th November 1687 and was presented 

to the Emperor on 27 December 1687 and died after 

a few da/s. His country was attached but his sons 
provided. 

Thirdly he devotes the whole of his fiftysixth 

Chapter of his History of Aurangseb Vol. V, which 

covers exactly 20 pages 214-234, to the narration of 

Beruds History. In the first sub-chapter he prefaces 
as follows:— 

Their gallantry in war and contempt for wounds 
and death were as conspicuous as their skill in making 
night attacks and surprises. Their repeated victories 
over the regular troops of the Moghal Empire in 
Aurangzeb’s reign led contemporary Persian Historians 
to call them Bedar (Fearless) by a play on their name.” 

In the second Chapter under the heading “ The 
Nayak family of Shorapur ” he writes “ We are here 
concerned only with the Berad Nayaks or Chieftains of 
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Shorapur, lying in the fork between the Bhima and 
Krishna. Their earliest Capital was Sagar some 72 
miles east of Bijapur City. When this was lost to the 
Moghals ( 1087 ) the Nayak bu’lt a new Capital at 
Wagingera, 12 miles away and when it was taken from 
him, the Nayak removed his seat to Shorapur, on the 
eastern face of the same hill-mass as Wagingera and 
four miles from it. Pam Nayak, its ruler had loyally 
helped his sovereign Adilshah during Aurangzeb's siege 
of Bijapur ( 1085 ) and some six years earlier had in¬ 
flicted a crushing defeat on the Moghal General Diler 
Khan. But in November 1087, an Imperial army 
under Khanzad forced him to give up his Kingdom 
and fort at Sagar and visit Aurangzeb's Court at Bija¬ 
pur where he died in a few days. Having lost their 
dominion at the surrender of 108 ', their chief had no 
recourse left to them except to rebel, build new strong¬ 
holds among the hills and rob the Moghal territory 
around in imitation of the Marathas and afterwards in 

concert with them. 

The above extracts from Sarkar clearly and fully 
exhonerate Pam Nayak of the charges of treachery and 
cowardice and establish his faithful fedelity to his 
sovereign and his gallant fight against the Moghals. 
His nephew and adopted son, P ; dia Nayak, fought with 
Aurangzeb for full twenty years from 1687 to 1705 A. D. 
During this period in 1601 A. D. Prince Kambax, 
Brahamadad Khan, Hamid-Uddin Khan, Ruhela Khan 
were deputed one after another against Pioia Nayak 
and ret irned empty handed. Next year in 169;?, Prince 
Azam was sent. Pidia Nayak lulled him by false pro¬ 
mises of submission. No sooner haa Prince Azam 
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turned his back to Saugar, Pidia Nayak resumed his 

brigandage and annexation of Moghul territory. For 

full four years he remained the undisputed master of 

the territory acquired from the Moghuls. However in 

April 1690 A. D., Feroz Jung was sent against him but 

he played the same old tactics and sent him back. 

From 1696 till the close of 1704, Aurangzeb being fully 

en S a ged with the Marathas, Pidia Nayak maintained 
his undisputed independence. 


... Aurangzeb after taking Satara, Parlee, Panhala, 
Vishalgarh, Kondana, and Torna turned his attention 
towards the subjugation of Pidia Nayak, who sensing 
the plunge of the mighty force of Aurangzeb again* 
his country called in the help of the Marathas on a 
fixed daily wage of about R s . 10,000. Six thousand 
Marathas under Damaji Jadhav and Hindurao Ghor- 
pade, the brother of the famous Santaji Ghorpade 
arrived and were accommodated in the fort. But^fter 
a siege was enforced by the Moghuls, the Marathas 
removed their families from the fort and advised P d u 
Nayak to submit, but he, ignoring their counseT 
continued to fight and forced the Marathas tn fi l ' 

which they did reluctsntlv u t0 

17nr D . .. y reiac tantly. However, on 27th Anril 

S3 SS3T5 

P ea the fort and imprisoned the Moghul officer. 
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From Pennukonda he made a surprising attack on Allur, 
situated at a distance of 28 miles from Gulberga, but 
was repulsed by the Moghul Commander Tarbiat Khan. 
However, after a prolonged Campaign of raids lasting 
about a year, Pidia was forced to retire by Sarfaraz 
Khan from around Gulberga, In the following July he 
threatened Wagingera, assisted by his hired Maratha 
allies, but was forced to beat a retreat by Tarbiyat 
Khan, Hereafter, some dispute arose between Pidia 
Nayak and his hired Maratha General Hindurao Ghor- 
pade, and he parted company with him and made com¬ 
mon cause with Dhanaji Rao Jadhav and rendered him 
valuable assistance in his attack on Sandur early m 
January 1707. On hearing of the death of Aurangazeb 
on 3rd March 1707, Pidia made a sudden attack on 
Wagingera and occupied the fort after driving out the 
Moghul. Prince Kambux, on hearing of the occupation of 
Wagingera by Pidia Nayak, which synchronised with his 
corronation as the ruler of the Deccan, as willed by 
Aurangazeb. Kambux marched with 8000 horsemen and 
besieged Wagingera. The siege lasted for about a month 
and in May 1707, Pidia was obliged to flee. Wagingera 
fell into the hands of Kambux, the newly crowned 
Moghul Emperor of Deccan, 

It ought to be remembered that his cousin, Jugia 
or Jugappa Nayak had all along been helping the 
Mughals and was established at Sagour, the oldBerad 
Capital. His brother had also deserted him and went 
over to the Mughals. Inspite of these drawbacks Pidia 
Nayak carried on his war against the Mughals for full 
twenty years. He survived for a further period of about 
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twenty years and kept at bay both the Mughals and 

the Marathas. He died in 1725 and was succeeded by 
h‘s son, Pam Nayak. 

We have definite trace of his family beginning 

with Gadepidi Nayak, his Grand-father. He had served 

the Adilshahi Kingdom of Bijapur very faithfully for 

fourteen vears from 1664 to 1678 and was succeeded 

by his son, Pam Nayak, who equally faithfully and 

fervently served his Monarch for eleven years from 
1678 to 1687 and after the fall of Bijapur, refusing the 

sovereignty of the Mighty Mughal Emoeror, declared 
himself independent Ruler of the country. He was of 
course, defeated after enjoying a short-lived two years' 
sovereignty and survived the bondage of subordination 
only for a few days. For certain reasons his son, Jugia 
or Jugappa, did not succeed him, but his nephew, Pidia 
Nayak, who maintained the independence of Shorapur 
for full twenty years. Even after his defeat, he con¬ 
tinued his opposition till the death of Kamoax and 
thereafter enjoyed his independence, keeping at bay 
both the Nizam and the Marathas till his death in 
1725. His line through his son Pam Nayak continued 
for eight generations. The last of the line was Ven- 
kattappa Balawant Behari Bahadur, the hero of the 
Eighteen Fifty Seven and Fifty Eight Liberation 
Mvoement. For better understanding .we cannot help 
reproducing the genealogy with definite dates. 
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Gadipedi Nayak (1664-1678 A. D.) 


Pam Nayak 

( 1678-1687 A. D. ) 


Chukappa Nayak 

I 


Yugappa Nayak 


Pidia Na/ak ( 1687-1725 A. D.) 

I 

Pam Nayak (1725-1740 A. D.) 

I 

Pidia Nayak (1740-1745 A. D.) 
Venkattappa Nayak (1745-51 A. D.) 


Pam Nayak (1752-1773 A. D.) 

I 

Venkattappa Nayak (1773-1802 A. D- 
Sukhappa Nayak (1802-1828 A. D.) 

_ l 

l 

Krishnappa Nayak (1828-42 A D.) Honappa Nayak 

I 

Venkatappa Nayak (1842-58 A. D.) 

Two years after the death of Pidia Nayak and 
the success ; on of his own son in 1727, we are told 
that Bajirao during his Carnatak campaign for the 
first time realised tribute from the Paligars of Kanak- 
durg, Chitaldurg, Gadag, Lakshameswar and Sorapmv 
Sirdesai in his “ New History of Marathas ” Vol. II, 
Page 00 has only one sentence: Similarly the 
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Poligars of the Surapur, Kanakdurg, Chitaldurg, Gadag 
nd Lakhameswar came to meet Bajirao and paid their 
tribute* This version of Sirdesai, is copied from his 
Marathi book, “Marathi Riyasat Punyaslok Shahu 99 
under the heading 4< Carnatakiya Ankuras Khatapani” 

However, Sirdesai is very vague. Neither does he 
disclose his authority, nor the time of settlement of 
tribute and the amount. On the other hand, no less 
prominent Marhatha Historians, Grant Duff and Messrs 
Kingkard and Parasnis say nothing about the payment 
of tribute by the Shorapur Raja. Besides oresent 
scholars, Dr. Dighe and Sinha, authors of the Peshwas # 
life make no mention about tue tribute. We are 
leaving our readers todecide whether to accept or not the 
solitary unauthenticated statement of Sirdesai. There 
is grave doubt about Shorapur being mder the 
influence of Marathas Of course, there was a tussle 
oetween the first Nizam and the Peshwa for their 
respective spheres of influence. Even after the death 
of the first Nizam in 1748 the tussle continued. We 
definitely find the Shorapur Rajas in conflict with the 
Nizam in respect of arrears of tributes. The Nizam 
raised his claim for tribute ever since the fall of 
Wagingera while the Shorapur Rajas were vehemently 

repudiating it However, the British after concluding 

an agreement with the Nizam undertook to safeguard 

his interests. The interests of the Nizam, included his 

demand of tribute with arrears from Shorapur. Under 

the circumstances we can confidently say that the 

Shorapur Rajas were neither under the influence of 
Marathas nor of the Nizam. 
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V&e are not isolated in our conjecture regarding the 
somewhat independent existence of Shorapur ever since 
the fall of the Bijapur Kingdom in 168.5, but there were 
grave doubts maintained by the British authorities so 
late as 3rd February 1858. The Hyderabad Resident,- 
Colonel Cuthbert Davidson, in his letter addressed to 
G. F. Edmonston, Secretary to the Government of 
India, Foreign Department, Fort William dated 3 rd 
February 1858 writes in Para 22 :— 

° The difficulty occurs, viz., whose subject or 
feudatory is the Shorapur Rajah ? It will be observed 
by reference to the correspondence in your Office 
regarding Shorapur. It was urged that the Peshwa and 
the Nizam Governments had equal claim on the allegiance- 
of Shorapur State. Those of the latter it appears we 
considered as waived and all oolitical connection bet¬ 
ween the two States (Nizam's and Shoraour's) lapse 
with the cession of the two districts of Andolah and 
Nelogeo to the Nizam in 1812 on the annual payment 
of Rs. 40,000 Hyderabad Rupees in lieu of the districts 
through our instrumentality but then Shorapur is on the 
Nizam’s frontiers and is His Highness agreeable to the 
boundary defined by the Maratha war of 1818, and it 
will be seen on this account that the Bombay Govern¬ 
ment in a recent corresnondence desired to hold the 
Nizam to a certain extent responsible for the Rajah's 
act. " What else is required to prove that the Shorapur 
State was neither subordinate to the Peshwa nor to the 
Nizam. The Peshwa claims of arrears of tribute from 
1796 till 1823, claimed by the British East India Com¬ 
pany as successor to the Peshwa being waived out or 
rather withdrawn, and the absurd claim of the Nizam 
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so heartlessly enforced by the British under the obligation 
of the treaty of 12th October, 1800 being lapsed in 1842 
as pronounced by Colonel C. Davidson, the Hyderabad 
Resident in his above Paragraph, there remains no douot 
about the Independence of Shorapur. There is yet 
another proof. 

After the defeat of the Shorapur Rajah and on the 
ending his life by shooting himself, the British wanted 
to reward the Nizam for his faithful services during 
the rising. Among the rewards given to the Nizam 
was included the Shorapur Terrytory. In the treaty 
of 3lst December, 1862 these rewards, including the 
cession of Shorapur Territory, are mentioned. We are 
quoting here the relevant Articles :— 

ARTICLE II. 

The Viceroy and the Governor General in Council 
cedes to His Highness the Nizam in full Sovereignty 
the Territory of Shorapur. 

ARTICLE III. 

The debt of about fifty (50 ) lakhs of Hyderabad 
Rupees due oy the Nizam to the British Government 
is hereby cancelled. 

ARTICLE V. 

The Viceroy and the Governor General-in-Council 
restores to His Highness the Nizam all the Assigned 
Districts in the Raichur Doab, and in the Western 
frontier of the dominion of His Highness, adjoining th e 
collectorate of Sholapur and Ahmadnagar. 
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Now if the Nizam had Sovereign power over 
Shorapur and if Shorapur was a subordinate State 
under the Nizam, there was no need to make cession 
under Article two of the above treaty dated 31st 
December, i860 because Shorapur being a subordinate 
State belonged to the Nizam and lapsed to him after 
the death of last Rajah leaving behind no issue to suc¬ 
ceed. Only in case of Shorapur's independent existence 
was the cession needed and the British conquerors of 
Shorapur did transfer their right of conquest to the 
Nizam. We have no quarrel with them for their re¬ 
warding the Nizam and others who sided with them 
in the days of their need. Our only quarrel with them 
or anybody else is that Shorapur was never a tributory 
to the Nizam. The British for own selfish motive ac¬ 
cepted the doubtful claim of the Nizam over Shorapur 
and forced it to submission, but the right thinking and 
conscious men among them never accepted that Shora¬ 
pur was subordinate to Nizam. This mask of Shora¬ 
pur's subordination is removed by the above quoted 
extract from the letter of the Hyderabad Resident. Be¬ 
sides the British are exposed thoroughly. 

The Hyderabad Committee on the authority of 
Captain Meadows Taylor writes about the death of the 
Shorapur Raja:— 44 Raja Venkattappa Naik was tried and 
sentenced to death. The Resident commuted his sen¬ 
tence to transportation for life. This was further com¬ 
muted by the Gorvernor-General to imprisonment for 
four years in a fortress in the south. When the Raja 
was being escorted to the south 44 When they arrived 
( at the first camp ) the officer took off his belt, in which 
was a loaded revolver, hung it over a chair and went 
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outside when he heard a shot, and, running back, found 
the Rajah lying on the ground quite dead. The bullet 
had entered his stomach and passed through the spine/' 

The Committee does not state whether the shooting 
was intentional suicidal or accidental. However, Colonel 
G. V. Malleson, while editing the History of the Indian 
Mutiny of 1857-1859 by Sir John Kayes in the subject 
index mentioned it under the heading 44 The Raja 
commits suicide ” and writes in the foot note of page 
129: 4 The story of the Raja's end is tragical. He was 
sentenced to death, out the Governor General commut- 
ted the punishment to four years’ imprisonment 
for life, after which he might be restored to his terri¬ 
tory. The very day the Raja received this news he shot 
himself, Colonel Meadows Taylor thinks accidentally. 
—Vide story of My Life, Vol. II.” 

But Captain Meadows Taylor does not accept the 
shooting as intentional suicide and explains the whole 
incident thus:—“ Was the act intentional? I think not. 
He had a trick always of taking up and examining 
everything lying near him, more especially if it were 

new to him; and he had this habit from childhood, 
and I had often checked him for it. I do not think he 
could ever have seen a revolver—and sucli a weapon 
would be too tempting to escape notice; he would be 
sure to snap it; or meddle with the lock, and the pistol 
may have exploded without his intending it at all. No 
one was with him—so that only conjectures could be 
raised about the event; but I, who know him well, do 
not believe it was suicide.” ( Page No. 33 1 ) 
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We are not in agreement with the explanation of 
Captain Meadows Taylor, but fully concur with the 
Statement of Colonel Malleson that it was intentional. 
In our conjecture we are fully supported by the state¬ 
ment of the Rajah recorded by Captain Taylor himself. 

“ Why do you reproach me?”’ he asked, sadly. 
u You know all; it was not of my own will, when I was 
in my sense, Appa.” 

“ I do not reproach you,” I said, “ for I do know 
all; but those who will try you do not. Speak the truth 
before them boldly and exactly as you have done to 
me, and send for me if you think I can help you.” 

“ I will surely tell all,” he answered calmly; 

“ but if they press me to disclose the names of those who 
incited me, I shall be sitent. Government is powerful 
enough to crush them if they rise. But what can thev 
do? Was I not the strongest among them? And yet, 
where I am now? Shall I, who have to face death, be 
faithless to those who trusted me months ago ? Never, 
Aopa. I would rather die than be sent over the black 
water, or shut up in a fortress always. Suppose they 
sentence me to that, I could not bear it. No, the 
meanest Beydur could not live if he were imprisoned- 

and shall I, a Rajah ? ” 

“ If you have to die,” said I, a good deal moved, 
for there was much nobility in his speech, die like a 
brave man.” 

“ I shall not tremble when they tie me up to a gun,” 
he answered, gravely. ”If von could be near me to 
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the last, I should be happier. Only one thing, Appa- 
do not let them hang me. I have done nothing to be 
hanged for, like a robber. Tell the Resident that is all 
the favour I ask. Promise me to tell him/' 

The brave and bold Raja shot himself firstly to 
prove that if the meanest Beydur could not live if he 
was imprisoned then, the Beydur Raja also could not 
suffer imprisonment and secondly, fearing pressure for 
disclosure of the names of his faithful associates dur¬ 
ing his prison life he preferred to die than to betray 
others. 


Note :—For Public Prosecutors statement 
to in page 1C see appendix No. I. 


referred 

i 



( 3 ) UNPRECEDENTED AFFINITY. 

There is unprecedented affinity berween Juth and 
Shorapur. Both the states have fought the Moghals 
and Bhonslas on behalf of Adil Shahi Kingdom of 
Bijaour. After the death of Chatrapati Shivaji and the 
fall of Bijapur both Saugar (Shorapur) and Juth declar¬ 
ed their independence and continued the struggle 
with the Moghuls and rendered valuable assistance to 
the Bhonslas, sometimes directly but often indirectly. 
They sheltered the Bhonslas and their generals and 
families. They even offered refuge to Tarabai during 
her utter destitution, throwing to the winds fear of the 
Mighty Aurangzeb and the consequential disaster. 
Both have suffered insults and loss of their territory at 
the hands of the Peshwa and Nizams. The successors 
of Bhonslas and Moghals, being annoyed with the 
policy of the Company's Government and treatment 
meted out to them by the British Officials joined hands 
in the liberation movement of l £57-1858. One lost his 
life and territory, while the other was deprived of his 

sovereign power. 

Sardul Singh, the ancestor of Juth, on entering 
the Military service of Bijapur, with ten horses, obtain¬ 
ed some Jagir in Athani and settled there in 1600 A.D. 
His son Edlaji, was shortly afterwards married to 
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Rakhamabai, the daughter of Lakhaii Patel of Dufflapur, 
His grandson was named Lakhaji, after his maternal 
grand-father in Maratha fashion. He inherited the Patilki 
of Dafflapur and assumed the surname, Dufflay. Then 
Sardul Singh leaving Athani, settled at Daffalapur with 
his three sons Edalji, Somaji and Bhanji and his four 
grandsons, Lakhamaji, Satyaji, Dhondaji and Bhanji,. 
the son of Lakhamaji. 

Sardul Singh died on Mahashivaratri day, Samvat 

1711 Vikram ( 1655 A. D. ) and was succeeded by his 

son, Edlaji. Shortly afterwards, he was raised to the 

rank of 200 savaras and faithfully served his sovereign 

for 17 years from 1711 to 1728 Vikram ( 1655 to 1668 

A. D. ) During these 17 years he had fought with 

many Moghul generals, ( Musalmans and Rajputs) 

and distinguished himself as a gallant warrior and 

received recognition at the hands of his master. Edlaji 

was succeeded by his son, Setyaji, in the year 1724 
Vikram ( 1668 A. D.) 

Setyaji rendered very valuable services to the Adil- 
shahi Kingdom and in recognition, was granted Juth 
and Kurujgi Parganas in Jag'nir and the Deshmuki of 
four Parganas Bardoll and others. He had fought with 
the Moghuls as well as Chatrapati Shivaji on behalf of 
his master. After the fall of Bijapur in 1685 A. D. r 
Setyaji declared his independence and enjoyed sove¬ 
reignty over his territory for about five years. Setyaji had 
rescued Sambhaji when he was imprisoned by one of 
his own men. After his defeat and submission, Setyaji 
was taken into the service of the Moghuls and his for¬ 
mer Parganas were granted to him bv Aurangaseb with 
the addition of 6,0<t0 Mansao, yielding a total of about 
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Jls. 3,36,000 with all other paraphernalia appropriate to 
the rank. But he quarrelled with the Emperor on the 
question of treatment to be meted out to the imprison¬ 
ed daughters of Sambhaji and Raja Ram and leaving 
the Moghul Camp with his 16,000 Savars, fell upon 
the Moghuls fighting with Raja Ram and turned the 
tide of the fight into defeat for the Moghuls and vic¬ 
tory for Raja Ram. But he was insulted and imprison¬ 
ed by Raja Ram in Satara fort from where he was 
released by his people. Setyaji continued the fight with 
the Moghuls for about 5 years. During this time his 
brother Dhondaji, was captured by the Moghuls and 
for saving the life of his brother, Setyaji submitted to 
Aurangzeb. His old Mansab was re-granted to him. 
Besides, his eldest son, Babaji, was granted Mansabs of 
1,003, but he was severely wounded while planting the 
Moghul flag on Satara and died at Kanpur while re¬ 
turning home. After the fall of Panhala, Tarabai was 
sheltered by her ( Setyaji's) daughter-in-law, Esubai. 
Setyaji died in 1706 and he daughter-in-law Esubai 
was recognised as ruler of his state. His grand-son, 
Jaswant Rao from his son Khanaji, was recognised as 
the successor to Esubai. With various ups and downs, 
Esubai kept herself at arm's length from the descen¬ 
dants of Chatrapati Shivaji till 1740. But for all practi¬ 
cal purposes, she was under the Nizam of Hyderabad. 
In the year 1740 she welcomed Chatrapati Shahu and 
incurred the displeasure of the Nizam. This com¬ 
pelled ’ her to acknowledge the sovereignty of the 
Bhonslas. When, after the death of Chatrapati Shahu, 
the Peshwa became supreme, and Tarabai revolted against 
him# Esubai aided her (Tarabai) and took up arms 

against the Peshwa at the age of 75. For about two 
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years she gave battle to the Peshwa, defeated his army, 
looted his villages and established her Thanas, Esubai 
died in 175± and the Peshwa refused to recognise 
the adoption and succession of Jaswant Rao. Since the 
death of Esubai in 1754 till the advent of the British, 
the Dufflays of Jutb suffered a lot. After their treaty 
with British, concluded by Renukhabai in the year 
1818, the state got some respite. But unfortunately 
due to the incapability and mismanagement of Rama 
Rao the state suffered a lot and was attacked. 

Amrut Rao Duff lay II succeeded to the Gadi of Jath 
in 1746 at the age 11. After the minority administra¬ 
tion of full nine years, he was entrusted with the mana¬ 
gement of the state, but Mr. Rose, the Political Agent 
for the Satara territories, thrust uoon him Sadashiv 
Ballal Kibey, his confidant and an inexperienced lad of 
about 25 years of age, as Karbari. Only after 3 months 
Amrit Rao and Sadashiv Ballal Kibey quarrelled. Mr. 
Rose treated Amrit Rao callously and told him on 
25th February, 1857 that if he interfered any more with 
the Karbari he would be deposed. This turned Amrit 
Rao into the laps of the nationalist movement and he 
made common cause with the Raja of Shorapur and 
was deprived of his sovereign power. 

Now we turn to a historical resume of Shorapur 
state ;, In the previous chapter, “ Gross Misrepresenta¬ 
tion , we have already touched upon the History of 
Shorapur and its valuable services to the Adilshahi 
Kingdom of Bijapur and their fight with the Moghuls. 
Hence, without repeating the same, we are taking up 
the question of Shorapur's assistance to the Bhoslas. 
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Pidiya Naik during the siege of Jinji, attacking the 
Moghul convoys, and cutting their supplies helped the 
prolongation of the defence* The Emperor sent several 
reputed Generals, one after another, to make the roads 
safe for the convoys, but they utterly failed. Pidiya 
Naik undeterred carried his depredations and inroads 
in Moghul territory and continued molesting the 
Moghal convoys. About the year 1703, Bhanaji Jadav 
and many other noted Maratha Generals, when hard- 
pressed by the Moghals and finding the safety of their 
families endangered, looked up to Pidiya Naik and 
sent their families to Wagingera. On the arrival of the 
families of the Maratha Generals, Pidiya Naik willingly 
took them under his sheltering wings. 


After the death of Pidiya Naik in 1725, his descen¬ 
dants were sandwiched between the Bhonsla and the 
Nizams. The Bhonslas had come to some sort of an 
understanding with the Nizams, regarding their sphere 
of influence in Carnatak, without establishing any de¬ 
marcating line. Both were free lancing and collecting 
booty. In this way full 75 years passed. Neither was 
there a settled state of affairs in the country nor were 
the claims of the Peshwas and the Nizams firmly esta¬ 
blished. In the meantime, the political pattern of the 
country entirely changed. Both Nizam and the 
Peshwas lost their political potentialities and became 
subservient to the British East India Company. 

In the year 180C, the British concluded a treaty 
with the Nizam and they undertook to safeguard his 
interest by virtue of Article 2 nd and by virtue of Article 
17 to help realisation of the Nizam's claim over Shorapur 
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and Gudwal and in case of their disobedience agreed 
to suppress them by undertaking military expeditions. 
After two years, in 1802, the British fixed arbitrarily 
the Nizam’s tribute from Shorapur at Rs. 1,45,000. 
But it appears the Rajas did not pay anything for 
twenty years. In 1823, the said tribute of Rs. 1,45,000 
was enforced by the British. As successors their 
Government also claimed arrears of the Peshwas' Tri¬ 
bute since 1799. In 1828, Rajah Sukhappa Naik died 
and his two sons, Hanappa and Kishnappa, quarrelled 
over succession. This offered an opportunity for inter¬ 
vention, and Kishnappa was recognised successor to 
his father on his agreeing to pay Rs. fifteen lakhs in 
Nazar and clearance of the tribute arrears. In 1830, 
he Nizam called for the intervention of the British 
and for full nine years, the British forces made a round 

C r eCtl ° n , of the tnbute from Shorapur. In 
1842, the British became tired of this annual expedi- 

aJ :::Zo 4 sx 

ceedrd * e meanwbile - Kishnappa Naik died and was sue- 

£ r„“Th T’- u ,he ,im = of 

a minority administration. After 13 vea ntlsh ‘established 
administration, the British entrusted the° ad^ mm ° nty 
to Rajah Venkattappa Naik on 30th June 
been brought up under the tuition of Brit^ Offi ^ 
had acquired a fair knowledge and ^ 
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quite conversant with the wrongs done to his country and 
wanted to wreak vengeance. For this, he made common 
cause with the nationalists striving for ending the 
British domination. In his attempt, he wanted to enlist 
the sympathy of the Juth Raja. Puttuswamy, his 
brother-in-law, in compliance with his order, sent 
Purshottam Giri Bawa to Juth, who on his arrival at 
Juth, found the Raja fully dissatisfied with the British 
domination and easily brought about an understanding 
between Juth and Shorapur for joint action. But his 
scheme failed due to the treachery of some of his asso¬ 
ciates and he was forced to fight long before the 
appointed time. He was defeated, tried and sentenced. 
He shot himself dead and his line and state came 
to an end. 




(4) CO-OPERATION BETWEEN JUTH AND 

SHORAPUR 

' The Freedom Struggle in Hyderabad', Volume II 
states on page 101 “ As fears were entertained that the 
Jagirdar of Juth was also likely to co-operate with the 
Raja of Shorapur, the Sholapur Magistrate sent the 
Aden troops to guard the country between the Bheema 
and the Krishna rivers Unfortunately it does not 
name its authority but simply says in the footnote that 
the statement is based on information supplied by the 
Bombay State Committee. Our friend, Haribhau Joshi, 

Rt-charge of Researches, failed to enlighten us on 
the subject and asked us to contact P. Sethu Madhav 
Rao, M. A., I. A. S., Convener, Hyderabad State 
Committee, for the History of the Freedom Movement 
in India, who was fortunately in Bombiy working as 
Deputy Secretary of Education Department. We tried 
to contact him but he being on leave we failed in our 
attempt. In the end we devoted ourselves to work in the 
archives of the Secretariat Records and fort mately traced 
the desired order of the Sholapur Magistrate given to the 
Aden troops. After ordering the Aden troops to move 
on the Hypergee he, in his letter No. 322 dated 22nd 
August, 1857 communicated his proceedings first to 
Col. C. Davidson, the Resident of Hyderabad and 
thereafter he sent a copy of his letter No. 322 addressed 
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to the Hyderabad Resident, with his forwarding letter 
No. 327 dated 24th August, 1857 to the Bombay 
Government. 

On receipt of Mr. W. A. Goldflinch's letter No. 
322 the Hyderabad Resident Col. C. Davidson, com¬ 
municated his views to the Bombay Government. In reply, 
the Bombay Government in their letter No. 1527 of 
28 th August, 1857 expressed themselves in agreement 
with the proceedings of Mr. Goldflinch, and indirectly 
expressed disagreement with the views of the Resident; 
They pointed out that the appearance of Shorapur 
Raja on the border of Sholapur was not only the main 
ground for apprehension, but his sending an envoy to 
Belgaum for tampering with the fidelity of the 
Regiment was sufficient reason to necessitate precaution. 
Besides, the Bombay Government informed the Resi¬ 
dent that they had approved the despatch of Aden 
troops from Sholapur to Hypergee. These letters are 
recorded in P. D. Volume 25 of 1857 on pages 538-547. 
See appendix II. We have totally failed to find any 
justification for the statement of the Hyderabad freedom 
movement committee quoted above. 

However, during the course of our hunt for Mr. 
Goldflinch’s aforesaid letter, we came across the 
following correspondence between Mr. Rose, the Col¬ 
lector of Satara and Bombay Government on the one 
hand and the Political Commissioner, Kolhapur and 
Bombay Goverment on the other, and the replies of 
the Bombay Government to their communications 
recorded in P. D. Volume 25 of 1857 on pages 

451-485:- 


i 
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(1) Kolhapur Political Commissioner’s letter 
to Bombay Government, No, 3 dated 
21st August, 1857. 

( 2 ) Mr. Rose’s telegram to Lord Elphinstone, 
dated 24th August, 1857. 

(3) Bombay Government’s reply to the 
Political Commissioner, Kolhapur, No. 
1501 of 26th August, 1857. 

(4) Bombay Government’s reply to Mr. 
Rose, the Satara Magistrate, No. 1502 
dated 26th August, 1857. 


Out of these four communications we f : nd in the 
aforementioned 3, the only precise mention of the likeli¬ 
hood of Juth co-operating with the Raja of Shorapur. 
We are quoting here relevant facts from the letter of 
the Political Commissioner, Kolhapur, the entire tele¬ 
gram of Mr. Rose and also the relevant portions from 

the Bombay Government’s reply to the Political 
Commissioner. 


( 1 ) Extracts from Kolhapur Political Commis¬ 
sioner’s letter No. 3 dated 3lst August, 1857. 

t 

44 1 received late last evening the account of the 
telegraphic message from Mr. Rose. From this it 
appears that the Shorapur Raja (the man who 
sent an envoy to Belgaum to tamper with the 
native Regiment there and which envoy was 
caught—tr?ed and blown from a gun a few days 
ago) appeared on the frontier of Sholapur at 
the head of 600 followers and that large number 
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of Rohilas have appeared near Belgaum, Mr. 
Goldflinch has sent the Aden troops in the 
country between the Bhima and Krishna rivers* 

Mr. Rose proposes to send a party of the 
Maratha Horse and of the Infantry to Bijapur 
rnd recommends that this detachment with the 
detachment at Kulladgee be placed under Lt. 
Kerr with instructions to guard the frontier 
between Mungalwedha on the North and Kul¬ 
ladgee on the South. He further states—as I 
have understood the message—that the Juth 
Jagheerdar is likely to co-operate with the Shora- 
pur Raja.” (P. D. Vol. 25 of 1857, Pages 484- 
487.) 

It is clear from the above extracts that the British 
authorities were apprehensive of co-operation between 
the Juth and Shorapur Rajas. Besides, it is also clear 
that it was Mr. Rose who had telegraphically commu¬ 
nicated to the Political Commissioner on 2nd August, 
1857 and precisely stated that the Juth Jagheerdar is 
likely to co-operate with the Shorapur Raja. It also 
appears that Mr. Rose first communicated with the 
Political Commissioner, Kolhapur who mentioned the 
facts in his letter No. 3 dated 21st August, 1857 to Mr* 
H. L. Anderson, Secretary to the Government and then 
Mr. Rose sent his telegram to the Bombay Govern¬ 
ment. However, it is not clear as to what was the 
source of Mr. Rose's information, relative to Juth 
Jagheerdar's co-operation with Shorapur. 

Mr. Rose's Telegram to Lord Elphinstone dated 
24th August, 1857— 
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“ I have heard from Sholapur Magistrate 
that the Shorapur Raja has appeared near his 
frontier with about six hundred followers and 
that a large number of Rohilas appeared at 
one of the ceded Districts, Swars at Akalkot 
and at another place in the same District. 

The Sholapur Magistrate has sent Aden Troops 
to Hypergee as a check and the country 
between Bhima and Krishna rivers. I propose 
to send forty of Maratha Horses and fifty 
Regular and Irregulars and Infantry to Bijapur 
under an European. 

I strongly recommend that this detach¬ 
ment be put under Lt. Kerr now at Kolha¬ 
pur with Bijapur for Head Quarters that the 
Detachment at Kulladgee and outposts with 
it be put under him also with directions to 
guard the frontier between Kulladgee to the 
South and Mungalwedha to the North. We 
have a strong detachment of N. I. Maratha 
Horse Police at Pandharpur, thirty or forty 
of Irregulars and seventytwo Maratha Horse 
at Kolhapur should advance with Kerr direct 
to Bijapur. Juth Estates have always inclined to 
be troublesome. Information direct from Sholapur 
reveals an intention there to co-operate with the 
Shorapur Raja. The forty Satara Horse at 
Poona be ordered to Satara. We have sent 
eighty men lately to Kolhapur. ” ( P. D. Vol. 

25 Of 1857, Page 451 ) 

From a comparative study of these two extracts, 
we find that both the telegraphic messages sent by 
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Mr* Rose, one of the Political Commissioner of Kolha¬ 
pur and the other to Lord Elphinstone are identical* 
Besides, it is quite clear that the source of Mr* Rose's 
information was the Magistrate of Sholapur. In his 
message to Lord Elphinstone, Mr. Rose not only men¬ 
tions the likely co-operation of Juth with the Shorapur 
Raja but definitely says that Juth was always inclined 
to be troublesome. In spite of this preciseness, he 
does not submit a full account of the information either 
to the Government or to the Political Commissioner. 
Whether the information conveyed was verbal or 
written, he ought to have forwarded the same in full 
to the Government if not to others and offered an 
opportunity for them to judge for themselves. 

We know the reaction of the Political Commissioner 
and that it is more than sufficient to form the 
idea that it was nothing less than complete encircle¬ 
ment of Juth. However, we cannot help reproducing 
the reaction of the Bombay Government, contained in 
paras i to 6, which are relevant and complete the 
vivid picture of the situation and the purpose of the 
despatch of Aden troops from Sholapur to Hypargee 
and also the suggested deputation of Lt. Kerr from 
Kolhapur to Bijapur with S. M. Irregular Horses. 

Extracts: Paras 2 to 6 of Government letter No. 1501 
dated 26th August 1857. 

Para 2. I am at the same time desired to inform you 

that a telegraphic message has been received 
from the Magistrate of Satara dated 24th 
instant, reporting that the Shorapur Raja (the 
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person who is stated to have sent an emissary 
to Belgaum to tamper with the Native Regi¬ 
ment there, which emissary was caught and 
tried and blown from a gun few days ago) had 
appeared on the frontier of Sholapur at the 
head of 600 followers, and that a large number 
of Rohilas have appeared near Akalkot. 

Para 3, Mr. Rose states that the Magistrate of Shola¬ 
pur has sent the Aden troops to Hypergee t 
to guard the country between Bhima and 
Krishna. Mr. Rose proposes to send a party 
of S. M. Horses and Infantry to Bijapur and 
recommends that this detachment with the 
Detachment at Kulladgee and its outposts, be 
placed under Lt. Kerr with instructions to 
guard the frontier between Mungalweda on the 
North and Kulladgee on the South. Mr. Rose 
further states that the Jagheerdar of Juth is 
likely to co-operate with the Shorapur Raja. 

Para 4. It appears to the R. H. G. C. that the Regular 

troops at Sholapur under Col, Scobic ought to 
be able to defend Akalkot and the country North 
of the Bhima and that Aden troops might cover 
the frontier as far as Bijapur, the Southern 
Maratha Horse and the outposts at Bagalkot— 
Badami and Gudduk ( where it is believed an 
outoost has lately been established) would 
then take the line of defence and the whole of 
our South East frontier be tolerably secured. 

Para 5. As the 27th N. I. have been disarmed, the 

R. H. G. C. is not aware that there is such an 
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indispensable necessity as you appear to sup¬ 
pose for retaining Lt. Kerr and so large a 
party of S. M, Horse at Kolhapur. It appears 
that there are 1U2 Swaras there, and His Lord- 
ship in Council imagines that loo Swaras will 
be sufficient for that place. You have also no 
less than 8 Guns with European Artillery men, 
two companies of European Infantry (to which 
a third will be added immediately) and the 
Kolhapur Local Regiment which is supposed 
to be trusworthy. 


Paan 6. The exigency on the frontier, I am desired to 

observe, is one which admits of no delay, and 
you are accordingly requested to despatch Lt, 
Kerr with atleast fifty of the S. M. Irregular 
Horse to Bijapur, to act under the orders of 
the Military authorities at Sholapur. (P. D, 
Vol. 25 of 1857, Pages 490-493) 

Now we know that this move was to make the 
country, between Bhima and Krishna, safe and secure 
and also to encircle Juth and close all egress and 
ingress. The military posts and outposts mentioned in 
these correspondence are Kolhapur, Kulladgee, 
Guddug, Bagalkot, Badami, Hypergee, Bijapur, Sholapur, 
Pandharpur and Mungalweda. The moment we visua¬ 
lise the geographical location of these places, there 
remains no doubt that the complete encirclement of Juth 
was intended by Mr. Rose and Mr. Goldflinch. Kulladgee 
is to the South of Juth, while Mangalweda is due 
north. Pandharpur is slightly removed to the North 
West of Mangalweda. Juth is sandwiched between 
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Kulladgee and Mungalweda and Pandharpur from 
North and South. As regards the East and West we 
find Sangli and Miraj to be due west of Juth, though 
they are not mentioned in these communications. 
However, these places were occupied long before and 
so no mention of their situation was required. Kolhapur 
is removed downward from due west to south. Now 
let us draw a picture of the country between 74 to 77 
longitude and 18 to 16 latitude. All the places men¬ 
tioned will be covered. Satara, Pandharpur and 
Sholapur are situated midway below 74 and 18 and 
Kolhapur, Miraj, Bijapur and Hypergee 1/4 below 17 
and 8/4 up to 16. If a parallel line is drawn from 
Hypergee at a point l/4 below ] 7 latitude due west¬ 
ward, the line will go a little below and little south 
of Kolhapur. Juth is situated upward between 75, 77 
and between 18, 17 latitudes. Thus a vivid picture 
of the encirclement of Juth can be visualised. 

It is clear that there was some kind of a move¬ 
ment in Juth long before 28th August 1857. Now 
the question arises : what was Sadashiv Ballal Kibey, 
the confidant of the Government, the right hand man 
of Mr. Rose, and the imposed Karabari of Juth, doing 
there. How did he fail to get scent of the subversive 
movement of the Juth Raja and his associates? He 
either ought to have known of the movement or else 
was negligent in his duty. Was he also connected 
with some of the instigators of the movement ? It is 

very difficult to give satisfactory answers to these 
questions. 

The other questions which arise are how the 
Sholapur Magistrate, Mr. W. A. Goldflinch, got his 
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information about the likely co-operation between Juth 
and Shorapur Rajas. Was his informant the Mudebehal 
Amaldar ? The other possibility is that the Amaldar 
of Bablad and Waizi, the two villages under the con¬ 
trol of Sholapur Collectorate, which are situated in the 
heart of Juth territory, was his informant* The 
Mudebahal Amaldar might have located either Appa 
Saheb Narayan Rao Oomranikar or some one else or 
his emissary in the camp of the Shorapur Raja. The 
hunting expedition of Shorapur Raja at the head of 
•600 fully armed followers was only a pretext, but the 
real object was to convince his accomplice in Juth, 
Miraj, Sangli, Kolhapur and Jamkhandi. His border 
hunting expedition might have been fixed as a ren¬ 
dezvous for meeting people representing the Southern 
Maratha States and Satara feudatories. So far as the 
second possibility is concerned, it could easily be said 
that the Amaldar of those two villages under Satara 
Collectorate having seen some preparation going on in 
Juth territory, especially the repair work at Hulzatti 
and Oomadi, might have guessed that some sort of a 
•subversive movement was going on and might have 
reported the matter to Mr. W. A. Goldflinch. But in 
the absence of any concrete evidence on the point, we 
cannot decide either way. One point, however, is 
certain, that there was some sort of subversive move¬ 
ment going on under the nose of Sadashiv Ballal 
Kibey, the confidant of Mr. Rose and he was unable 
to get even scent of it in time. 



( 5 ) CONFISCATION OF JUTH ARMS 

Sometime after the mutiny of the Kolhapur Regi¬ 
ment, the British Authorities were seriously considering 
plans to disarm the people in the Southern Maratha 
country under the direct control of the British and under 
the Governments of the feudatory chiefs and Kolhapur 
Territories. It was also under consideration to disarm 
the people of Satara Territory and Feudatories, styled 
as the Satara Jaghirdars. Mr. Rose, the Collector of 
Satara, acquainted the Bombay Government in hi£ 
letter No* Cl dated \ 3rd October 1857 of the measures 
adopted by him and asked for approval. It appears 
that the measure adopted by Mr. Rose and the Poli¬ 
tical Commissioner, Kolhapur, was the publication of 
the following identical proclamation. .• > 

PROCLAMATION 

( P. D. Vol. 38 of 1858 Pages 197-98 ) 

All Jaghirdars and others are hereby informed 
that if there be concealed in villages or places under 
their control Gun Powder, Shots, Bullets, and Rockets; 
Guns, Wall pieces, Jungas, Muskets, Carbines, Pistols, 
Spears, Swords, Daggers and other warlike arms and 
stores, it behoves each one to institute inquiry and to 
make note of the same to the Sarcar within one month 
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from the date of the proclamation failing which if it 
should be discovered that any arms or such materials 
of war be concealed or retained without permission, 
the offender will render himself liable to be dealt 
with as an enemy of the Government* 


2. Those possessing Guns, Swords, Muskets and 
War stores of weapons, without having reported the 
same must do so within the prescribed interval send¬ 
ing in a list of the things each may wish to keep to 
the Government Authority to whom he is subject, 
when permission to retain such, as may be deemed 
suitable, will be given. 


3. Whoever, after expiration of one month, shall 
find the concealment of arms or materials of war in 
any place and gives truthful intelligence of the fact to 
the Government shall receive reward in proportion to 
his merits up to their full value. Let all take notice of 
this proclamation. 


The proclamation in respect of Kolhapur and the 
Feudatories of the Southern Maratha Country was sign¬ 
ed by Mr. G. L. Jacob, the Political Commissioner, 
Kolhapur, and in respect of Satara territory and the 
Jaghirdars was signed by Mr. J. N. Rose, the Magis¬ 
trate of Satara. On receipt of Mr. Rose's letter No. 61 
dated 23rd October, 1857, the Bombay Government 
conveyed their approval in their letter No. 2675 dated 
4th November, 1857. It appears that this proclamation 
brought no response as was desired. The Bombay 
Government in their letter No. 3878 dated 24th De¬ 
cember, 1857 reminded Mr. Rose about the lethargic res¬ 
ponse in respect of the proclamation and asked him to 
expedite the matter. However, it appears that pracri- 
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cally no steps were taken due to the mind of the 
Government being engaged in dealing with the uprising 
of Shorapur, Naragundi and other places, but after the 
suppression of the Shorapur and Naragundi uprising the 
Government turned its attention towards disarming the 
people in the above areas. Mr. Rose submitted his propo¬ 
sal relating to the proceedings he was to undertake in 
the matter of disarming the people and the Chiefs in his 
letter No. 38 dated 12 th March, 1858. Meanwnile, the 
private Secretary to the Bombay Government telegra¬ 
phically communicated to Mr. Rose on 10th April. 1858 
the method to be adopted for the surrender of Guns 
and other arms in the possession of the Feudatory 
Chiefs under him. On the authority of the said tele¬ 
gram Mr. Rose deputed Captain Rose, the Comman¬ 
dant of the Satara Regiment to take possession of Guns 
etc., from the Chief of Bhore and to destroy them. 


Captain Rose s deputation to Bhor brought pres¬ 
sure on the minds of the other Feudatory Chiefs 
under the jurisdiction of Kolhapur in the Southern 
Maratha country and Satara territory. They began 
reporting the arms and ammunitions in their posses¬ 
sion and making over and destroying them. There 
was, however, no report from Juth about the quality 
and kinds of arms or ammunitions. Mr. Rose re¬ 
ceived a detailed report from Captaian Rose about the 
methods adopted by him at Bhor which he for¬ 
warded to the Government as an enclosure to his 
letter No. 110 . He writes:— 


Wl11 be observed that upto 30th 
May of this year twentytwo thousand nine 
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hundred ninetyfour arms and one hundred 
and thirtyseven Guns, have been collected 
and destroyed since 1st May. Seven hundred 
and sixtyfour arms have been collected mak¬ 
ing altogether an account of twentytbree 
thousand eight hundred and ninetyfive arms 
taken from the population according to the 

returns received at the Hujur Office. ” 

, .• . . 1 

In para 15, he writes:— 

“ The Statements which accompany this letter 
will show that of the fortythree guns found 
in the possession of four Jaghirdars yiz. 
( Phaltan, Pratinidbi, Jutt, Waiker ) forty- 
one have been destroyed or removed and two 
small ones have been left in the possession 
of the Chief of Juth. ” 

And in para 16, he writes:— 

“ From what has been stated above it will 
be seen that one hundred and fourteen guns 
found in the possession of the Feudatory 
Chiefs under my control have been removed 
' 1 or destroyed and that the Pant Sachiv and 
the Chief of Juth have oeen each allowed to 
retain two small guns, ” ( Vol. 38 of 1858 
Pages 197-198 ) . 

Mr. Rose is silent about the 'method adopted by 
him at Juth. He simply forwards two statements 
giving descriptions of the arms and ammunitions 
surrendered or confiscated upto 30th Aoril 1858. In 
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the first statement, he enumerates the places from 
where arms and ammunitions were surrendered. They 
include the four Feudatories. From his first state¬ 
ment we find the total number of arms as one thou¬ 
sand one hundred and ninetyone confiscated from 
Juth, and from the second reoort we find fifteen guns 
enumerated as in possession of Juth, while Mr. H. 
B. Sandford in his confidential statement, dated ‘ 25 th 
February 1858 to Mr. Rose, mentions that he "had 
been informed tnat the Juth State possessed twenty- 
seven guns, which were mounted, seven at Oomrani, 
five at Hulzati, six at Juth and seven at Oomadee. 
Thus we find that Mr. Rose was able to collect 12 

guns less, when he went to collect arms and ammuni¬ 
tions from Juth. 

Inspi.e of Mr. Rose's complete silence about the 
method adopted during the course of this collection 
of arms and ammunitions from Juth, other reports 
reveal tnat he made a very large number of arrests 
and meted out inhuman treatment to the oeople arre¬ 
sted by Amrit Rao. The people in spite of inhuman treat¬ 
ments did not come forward to give any evidence 
against him. We propose to deal with the methods 
adopted by Mr. Rose while dealing with his investiga¬ 
tion in respect of the likely co-operation between 
Juth and Shorapur. 



( 6 ) INVESTIGATION ORDERED INTO JUTH 

ACTIVITIES. 

Mypal Singh, while attempting to seduce the 
Native Regiment at Belgaum, was caught, tried and 
condemned to die. Before his execution, he made a 
statement on 14th August, 1857, in which he said 
that he was employed by the Raia of Shorapur and 
sent to Belgaum for seducing the Native Sepoys. The 
Bombay Government forwarded a copy of his statement 
to Lieutenant Colonel C. Davidson, the Hyderabad Resi¬ 
dent, who ordered Mr. R. N. Taylor, the Commissioner, 
Lingasagur, to confront the Shorapur Raja with the 
statement and get his reply and forward the same to him. 
Mr. R. N. Taylor submitted his report to the Resident 
on 29 th Septemoer 1857. The sum and substance of 
his report is that the Shorapur Raja denied the allega¬ 
tions made in Mypal Singh’s statement. On receipt 
of his report, the Resident forwarded a copy of Mr. 
R. N. Taylor's report to the Bombay Government and 
another copy to Government of India. After nearly 
4 months, the Hyderabad Resident, on 30th January 
1858 sent a telegram of 236 words to the Political 
Secretary, Bombay, asserting that he was in possession 
of undoubted proof that the Shorapur Raja had raised 
a large body of mercenaries, with a view to start 
hostilities against tie British Government. The Raja 
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had 2,000 Rohilas and Arabs and 12,000 Bedur Militia, 
his own subjects. He also intimated his determina¬ 
tion to attack the Shorapur Raja and in execution of 
his intention the troops he despatched to Shorapur 
from Lingasagur consisted of six companies of infantry, 
40 irregular horses and also two guns of Hyderabad 
contingent. He requested the Bombay Government 
to order Colonel Malcolm to march on Shorapur and 
also intimate the Madras Government to despatch 
all a/ailable moveable columns. 

In response to his telegraphic message the Bombay 
Government telegraphically requested Mr. Pycroft, the 
Chief Secretary of Madras to despatch at once Her 
Majesty’s 74th Regiment and the moveable columns 
at Kurnool to advance on Shorapur and to commu¬ 
nicate with Colonel Malcolm, commanding the Bel- 
gaum forces. Besides, the Bombay Government order¬ 
ed Mr. Seton Kerr, the Political Agent, Belgaum to 
despatch the forces at Kalladgee and Palli ott to 
march and co-operate in the attack on Shorapur. 
Lastly, the Bombay Government asked Major General 
Lester to spare the reinforcement which he could 
conveniently spare to co-operate with the Kalladgee 
field forces marching against Shorapur. The Bombay 
Government also telegraphically intimated the Hydera¬ 
bad Resident the arrangements made in resoonse to 
his message. A four-sided attack was made on Shora¬ 
pur and his forces were defeated and he was com¬ 
pelled to flee. The Ri;a also left Shorapur with some 
of his followers ail proceeded to Hyderabad. Shora¬ 
pur was occupied on 10th February 1858. The Shora¬ 
pur Raja was apprehended. Captain Meadows Taylor, 
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under the direction of the Resident, met the Raja 
and interviewed him on three different occasions in con¬ 
sequence of which he submitted three reports on 22 nd; 
26th and 27th. Copies of these reports were forwarded 
to the Bombay Government, who ordered Colonel Le 
Grand Jacob, the Special Commissioner, Kolhapur, to 
make enquiry in respect of Nana of Sankeshwar. Mr. C, 
J. Manson Esq. acting Political Agent, Southern 
Maratha Country, in respect of Feudatories within his 
jurisdiction and Mr. J. N. Rose, the Magistrate of 
Satara, in respect of the Feudatory Chiefs within his 
jurisdiction on loth April, 1858. 

The contents of the letters addressed to these 
officers are identical though sent under three different 
Nos. 1316, 1317 and 1318 of 1858. The last sentence: 

to have been commenced by one Nana of Shunkeswar” 
of No. 1316 addressed to Colonel Le Grand Jacob is 
changed to the “ Chief of S. M C.” in No. 1317 address¬ 
ed to C. M. Mason, Acting Political Agent, in S. M. C. 
and in 1318 addressed to Mr. J. N. Rose, Magistrate* 
Satara, is changed to ‘Chiefs in Satara Torritory'. As Juth 
happens to be under the jurisdiction of Satara Magis¬ 
trate, we are quoting here letter No. 1318 alone : 

( Letter No. 1318 ( P. D. Vol. 25 of 1858, Pages 46-47 > 

To, 

J. N. Rose Esquire, 

Magistrate at Satara. 

Sir, 

I am directed by the R. H. G. C. to forward copy 
of a letter from the Resident at Hyderabad dated 29th 
March last No. 421 with copies of three letters to 
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Officers addressed from Captain Meadows Taylor and 
translation of the papers referred to, reporting the result 
of his conversations with the Raja of Shorapur* 

2. In forwarding these proceedings I am desired 
to request you that you will have the goodness to make 
such arrests as may lead to a complete elucidation of 
the intrigues which are started by the Raja of Shorapur, 
to have been commenced by Chiefs in Satara District 
Territory* 

Bombay Castle Yours, 

10th April* Sd* H. L* Anderson 

The three letters of Captain Meadows Taylor and 
translation of the paper referred to in para l, indicate 
the letters of Captain Taylor dated 22nd, 2Gth and 27th 
March* In the 2nd letter, Captain Taylor had menti¬ 
oned the names of accomplices of Shorapur Raja and 
in his third letter the captured correspondence found 
from the record office of Shorapur. We are quoting 
here only relevant facts from these letters* 

( P. D* S. Vol. 28 of 1858 Pages 157-163 )* 

To 

Lieut. Colonel Davidson, 

Resident of Hyderabad* 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter of the 22nd instant* 
I have the honour to report that I had another inter¬ 
view with the Raja of Shorapur and beg to lay substance 
of it as follows :— 
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5th. Kusturee Raja a man from Moodhole used to 
bring in information, also a Mussulman named Mohamud 
Hoosain. One Appa who used to be with Kesoo Ram 
belonged to Kolhaour, and was employed in getting 
information there. In regard also to Kolhapur and 
Jamkhandi affairs, Fungan, Mutee Korekul, Hennu 
Aopah, Desaye, were engaged, in addition to the people 
also in the Belgaum Shapoor matter. All these states, 
that is Jamkhandi, Miraj, Tusgaon, Kolhapur, Moodhole, 
Akulkote, and Juth used to send messages all to the 
same effect. We are all one, will you not join ? So 
I waited to join but there was hardly any writing, only 
messages—which derxte nothing. Nana Sunkeshwar 
used to tell me the English were scattered like dust. 

I never sent him, or any other person to Nana Saheb 
in Hindustan nor was there any intrigue with him; No 
emissary came from him, but Luchman Geer Gosavie 
knows all about this. 

8 th. There was no one so bad as the Jamkhandi 
Walla. He was very bad. He sent many messages. 
He led on all. Ask Sooba Sing, Lutchman Geer, and 
Poorsotum Geer and Toormul about them, also Senva 
about Akalekote, and Shreenivas Naik. They think 
because I am Rajah, they can put all the blame on me, 

but it should not be so. Was I alone ? Were not 
all these people, everyone there in the affairs? Tinapah 
Rutungherry of the Khukary Taluka, he was always 
bringing the news of the English disasters. He went and 
plundered in the English country. He was very bad. 
Deve Sing was another who advised the murder of 
Captain Campbell, he knows much and should be 
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apprehended and confronted with me as also all the 
others, I have mentioned. 

9th. The above was all that the Rajah stated of 
any consequence today and it will be observed that he 
continued to harp upon the conduct of the Jamkhandi 
and other Sirdars of the Southern Maratha country. 
The Juth Deshmook belongs to the Duff lay family and 
all parties mentioned - by the Rajah as being in the 
'league, are well-known. 


Hyderabad Residency, 
26th March, 1858. 


I have Etc. 

Sd./- M. Meadows Taylor, 
Dy. Commander. 


( P. D. S. Vol. 28 of 1858 Pages 163-167 and 

Vol. 26 of 1857 Pages 29-35 ). 

To 

Lt. Colonel S. Davidson, 

Resident at Hyderabad, 

Sir, 

In accordance with your personal directions, I visit¬ 
ed the Rajah of Shorapur again this morning, and have 

the honour to report the result of my conversation with 
him. 


2. I first showed him the letters and papers re¬ 
ceived from Caotain Campbell in his letters No. 63 of 
the 20th instant and having examined them closely one 
by one remarked as follows in them. 

Letter No. 1 . The “ Shri Ram ” is Pcotuswamy’s 
signature. It is badly written. Letters were written 



r ; Patriots and Traitors - 1857-58 56 

: to the Rajah of Juth, and also to Toormal when he 
had gone to Juth, and was at Oomrani* I do not 
recognise the handwriting of these letters but it is one 
of the Daftardars. It was not written by my order* 
I wrote once for a horse and was sent in Nuszur to 
me by Narain Rao Oomranikar of Jutt. 

Letter No* 2 The signature of No* 3 is of Pootu- 
swamy. It was written by the same hand, as No* 1* 

I th*nk by one of the Daftardars. Perhaps Ekatrao* 
Toormal had gone to Oomrani and Jamkheendi* 

Letter No. 4 This from the Deshmook of Jutt. It 
was received by me and was entered as recorded. The 
date of receipt is recorded on one letter 16th Jamadil- 
khar 1266 Fuslee. 

I have Etc* 

Hyderabad Residency, Sd/- M. Taylor 

27th March, 1858. Dy. Commander. 

We know that besides the investigation into Juth 
activities Mr. Rose was authorised to confiscate arms 
and ammunitions from Juth which we have already 
dealt with in the previous chapter. Both these orders 
date 10th April 1858. The investigation order by its 
terminology ** you will have the goodness to make such 
inquiry and if necessary and expedient to make such 
arrests as may lead to complete elucidation of the 
intrigues (which are started by the Raja of Shorapur), 
to have been commenced by Chiefs in Satara District 
Territory ” gives very wide power to Mr. Rose. Thus 
armed with such wide powers Mr. Rose started on his 
two-fold mission of investigation into Juth activities 
and confiscation of arms and ammunitions. 
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What Mr, Rose did for achieving his object at 
Juth, he says nothing. There is no trace of any report 
made by Mr. Rose to the Government. We find in 
his report No. 722 dated 24th July, 1858, writing in 
para 18 : 41 The country during the past year was in 

such an uneasy state that I could hardly form any 
opinion of the administration of Juth. I am unable to 
adduce evidence of his disaffection and nothing could 
be gained by expressing suspicion here/' Thus it is 
evident that he completely failed in his investigation 
mission. Now the question arises why Mr* Rose in 
spite of the fact that he had preconceived notions long 
before he started in his mission and though he had 
directly received information from the Sholapur 
Magistrate about the likely co-operation between Juth 
and Shorapur and in his telegram to Lord Elphinstone 
on 2-ith August, 1857 had written : “ Juth State is 
always inclined to be troublesome... .and intention 
there to cooperate with Shorapur Raja” had completely 
failed. Moreover, he had with him Mr. Taylor's 
report and the positive statement of Shorapur Raja 
that one of the confiscated letters was written by the 
Juth Raja and the other by Narayan Rao Oomranikar, 
the letter in question was written by him to Juth Raja 
asking for a horse which was sent by Narayan Rao 
Oomranikar. Were not these references quite positive ? 
Had he asked any explanation from Juth Raja and if 
so, what was his reply ? Had he questioned Narayan 
Rao Oomranikar ? What reply had Oomranikar given ? 
If he had not questioned Oomranikar, why did he 
not ? Was his confidant, Sadashiv Ballal, not present 
all along at Juth ? If not why ? If present, what was 

he doing ? Had he supported the innocence of Juth 
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Raja ? These are the questions which expose the 
hollowness of Mr. Rose's silence* The real facts are 
that he had arrested about 500 persons and inflicted 
bodily punishment to the arrested people and terrorised 
the populace in various ways but none had come for¬ 
ward to give any evidence of Amritrao's complicity* 
Because, firstly the movement was kept completely 
covered by an iron curtain of secrecy, that there was 
no possibility of leakage of information, the sagacious 
Mamasahab Sukhoji Rao Sawant and farsighted Appa 
Saliab Oomranikar, Narayan Rao Dufflay had kept 
Amritrao at arm's length and well covered; thirdly, the 
movement was conducted not from Juth but Oomrani; 
fourthly, the leaders of the movement were holding 
consultations under the garb of religious conversations 
in the temporary hermitage of Purushotamgiri Bawa, 
the emissary of Shorapur Raja; fifthly, and lastly, the 
people were so devoted to Amritrao that not a single 
man came forward with any revelation, in spite of the 
infliction of inhuman torture and terrorisation. 



( 7 ) AMRIRTAO’S PART IN THE RISING 

OF 1857-58 


For a correct picture of the part olayed by Raja 
Amritrao Dufflay, Mamasaheb Sukhojirao Sawant and 
Aopa Saheb Oomranikar, we will have to take a retros¬ 
pective view of the events after his return from the 
camp of Mr. Rose on 26th February, 1857. 

After his return, Amritrao was sullen in mind, body 
and soul while Kibey was cheerful and smiling. The 
reconciliation forced by Mr. Rose was short-lived, as its 
predecessor of December 1855, due to victorious and ag¬ 
gressive attitude and superiority complex of Kibey. 
Since his return, Amritrao avoided a meeting with Kibey. 
Kibey, on his part was eager to meet him. When Kibey 
did meet Amritrao, he would admonish the latter on one 
pretext or the other. At last on the Varsh Pratipada day 
Durbar the arrogance of Kibey brought on a clash. 
Amritrao not only abused him in open Durbar 
but threatened to kill nim. Kibey, threatening to 
teach him a lesson, left the Darbar. These three 
people were opposed to the British domination. Evi¬ 
dence of his wiling co-operation with the Raja of 
Shorapur are found from the captured letters referred 
to above. As this correspondence is of vital importance 
in proving his participation in the nationalist movement, 
we cannot help referring to it in fuller detail 
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The first clue of Amritrao's direct involvement in 
the nationalist movement is from the statement of the 
Shorapur Raja in the report of Meadows Taylor, dated 
26th March 1858 recorded in P. D. S. Vol. 28 of 1858 
on pages 157 to 163 which has been quoted before. 

These reports of Mr. Meadows Taylor being dated 
22nd, 26th and 27th March 1858 indicate that all the 
correspondence which had passed between the Raja of 
Shorapur and Juth and others must have been taken 
place long before this date but before the outbreak 
of the uprising at Shorapur. Hence, all the corres¬ 
pondence related to Jath affairs must be placed between 
Varsha Pratipada ( 2nd April) 1858, when Amritrao 
became desperate and decided to throw his lot with 
the nationalists and the fall of Shorapur on 9th Febru¬ 
ary 1858. If this is accepted, the confusion regarding 
the various dates will easily be overcome. Besides, the 
receiving date, recorded on one of the letters, 16th 
Jamadilakhar 1266 helps a bit. It corresponds with 3rd 
November 1857, which is practically four and half 
months before it was captured. The confusion of date 
will be solved definitely the moment these letters are 
placed in the order of occurrence. We are taking these 
letters in proper sequence. 

Besides, while arranging these letters found from 
the Shorapur Daftar, we are putting in between at ap¬ 
propriate places those letters from Tirupati Marathi 
papers belonging to Juth affairs. The Tirupati letters 
are initialled here as M. R. letters while the Shorapur 
letters are initialled as T. R. letters. 


1 . Purshottam Giri's letter to Poottoo Swamy 
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from Juth: “ Sansthanik quarrelled yesterday with the 
slave of Manjardolya who went to his master threaten¬ 
ing pu lishment. Sansthanik ran after him abusing but 
Sawant and Oomranikar with great difficulty desisted 
him. In agitation Sansthanik began clattering teeth* 
cutting lips, twisting hands, breathing hard and vowing 
to overtake the rascal and finish him. Oomranikar said 
“ His master’s davs are numbered' Storm is hovering 
around them. Any moment thunder may be falling on 
theh heads. But time is n3t opportune. Wait till it 
arrives. When proper time comes you can join with 
people of your leanings. In the meantime, establish 
contact with such people. Sansthanik asked 4 * Where 
such people are to be found.” Oomranikar replied 
Everywhere " The Sansthanik then answered : ** Why 
not take me to them or bring them. I cannot wait. My 
heart is burning.” Samant interposed “ Neither go to 
them nor call on them here. Contacting them should 
be entrusted to someone trusted. Oomranikar has taken 
upon himself the duty of negotiation. I am watching 
his movements very closely. Sooner or later we will pave 
the way of his coming or somehow or other meet him* 
After meeting him I will acquaint you with the trend 
of events. Prospects are very bright.” ( M. R. Letter 
No. 1-60) 

It appears from this letter that the movement 
against British had become very widespread. The Raja 
of Shorapur was one of the pillars of the movement 
while Jumkhandi Raja was the central figure. Oomrani- 1 
kar had some knowledge of the movement, bul whase 3 
not in the inner circle, otherwise Purshottam Giri Bawa 
would have been acquainted with him.- Anyhow, it is 
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certain that Bawa was deputed by the Raja of Shorapur 
and was staying at Juth and was watching the develop¬ 
ments with keen interest. When the final clash took 
place between Amritrao and Kibey on Varsh Pratipada, 
second April 1857, he immediately reported to Poottoo 
Swamy under whom he was working. It appears Bawaji 
after his meeting with Oomranikar, Sawant, and Amrit¬ 
rao had made another report and himself had gone to 
Oomrani where Toormal was sent to him with a letter 
addressed to Oomranikar with directions to find 
out news about Jamakhandi, and make pukka arrange¬ 
ment and to return with Bawaji. But neither any news 
was sent by him nor did he return with Bawaji, so Daud 
Said Rookaitdar was sent to him with a letter addressed 
to Toormal at Oomrani. 

2. “ The Rajah informed you of a number of 
circumstances and gave a letter to Dufflay. Besides, I 
sen* you to find out news at Jumkhandi, to bring back 
Bawaji to make yourself acquainted with the date and 
to return here. Since that 20 days have elapsed. I have 
therefore, sent Daud Said Rookaitdar to you. Make 
arrangements with the people of the above place to be 
ready and return. I suppose /ou will have delivered 
the letter I gave you for Oomranikar, arrange matter 
pukka there also and return. ” ( T. R. Letters No. 2 
P. D. Vol. 28. Pages 169-190 ) 

From this letter the complicity of Jumkhandi is also 
clear. Some date was to be fixed for the declaration 
of the war of independence and Toormal was to arrange 
the matter at Jumkhandi and at Oomrani as well and 
he was to return to Sholapur with Bawaji after all the 
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arrangements were made. The letter referred to by 
Poottoo Swamy in his letter to Toormal runs as 
follows:— 


3. “ The letter from the Rajah has been given to 
Bawaji and Hurkurwalladeen for you and the Rajah 
himself has given a good deal of information. I have 
heard that you are connected considerably with Satara 
with reference to a Jammait. I have therefore sent 
Toomal Swar who is always near the Rajah. He will 
inform yon on many points. If arrangements are made 
it will be the salvation of all. Toormal will tell you all 
about the Jammait here. It is reported that “ Bund " 
has been organised in your direction. Inform us parti¬ 
cularly on the subject. Besides one Mypalsing came here. 
We have sent him to Jumkhandikar to arrange matters 
and they will soon be arranged. You must also meet 
and make arrangements with the people of Putwardhan, 
Peruse this letter and destroy it. I have written in this 
matter as I know you are a friend of the Sansthan. Do 
not be afraid to speak freely with Toormal. I have 
written this by order of the Sirkar. ” ( T. R. Letters, 
No. I. P D. Vol. 28 of 1858 Pages 1G8-1G9 ) 

From the foregoing letter it is qu-'te clear that 
Deshmukh Narainrao Oomranikar was in touch with 
the movement against the British at Satara and he had 
knowledge of the preparations there. Besides he was 
not in touch with Shorapur centre and knew none of 
the men engaged in organisational work. Hence he was 
requested to talk freely with Toormal who was sent to 
him. It also shows that the object of Toormal's coming 
to him was to get knowledge whether the “ Bund ” in 
this part of the country was organised or not. Over and 
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above this Mypal Sing, who had visited Shorapur as 
emissary was sent to him. On receipt on this letter, < 
Deshmukh Narainrao Oomranikar sent the following 
reply:— 

4. Bavaji has brought a letter from you asking me 
to visit you. It is my intention after our meeting to 
have consultation but before I go ( come) I shall send 
a good man and he will wait on you and make himself 
acquainted with everything and there will be no diffi¬ 
culty in my agreeing to whatever you and he may 
arrange/' ( T. R. Letters No. 4. P. D. Vol. 28 of 1858 
Pages 171-172) 

This shows the shrewdness of Narainrao that in 
spite of Pootooswamy's vouchsafing the trustworthiness 
of Toormal, he was not prepared to commit himself. He 
wanted to see for himself all the preparations and ascertain- 
matters through his own trusted men. Now the question 
arises, was Deshmukh Oomranikar Narainrao working on 
his own or in collusion with his chief, Amritrao Dufflay. 
His working in collussion with his chief is self-evident 
from the wordings: “I have written in this manner 
as I kno w you are a friend of the Sansthan ” of Pootoo- 
swamy. Here the word ° friend of the Sansthan ” in¬ 
dicates nothing but Juth and thereby Amritrao himself. 
Besides, from the statement of the Raja of Shoraour we 
knew that there was some correspondence between him 
and Raja of Juth, that is Amritrao. Fortunately two 
letters, one from the Raja of Shorapur and the other 
the reoly of Juth Raja are available. The Shorapur 
Raja writes:— 

5. “ I am happy here. So would be you there. I am 
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told you are a good man and a friend of good men. 
I am also friendly and attached to good men. Our 
mutual friendship is well established and stands on- 
firm ground. I have sent Hurkurwalladeen the best 
of all here for you. Will you not accept it ? Your 
doing so will enthuse vigour You possess best horses. 
I am i i want of few good horses. Will you not 
send a few of your horses and redintegrate my lackr, 
mg. ' I have full and unflinching faith in you and 
I hope so do you in me.” ( M. R. Letters No. 1-G3 ) 


This letter is very guarded one. From the face of 
it nothing subversive could be detected. But taking 

the ha PP enin g s together the sends 
J B of Hurkurwalladeen and asking for a few of the best 

^7’ ^ deaHy sh0WS some deeD_1 'ooted meaning, and 
that is notning other than co-operation in the projected 

uprising against the British with the best of men and 
material. Amntrao sent the following reply:— 

it f* ^ 01 f r messenger presented your letter and 

I amTh m”' 1 be “ me with ha 

fil. My horses, treasure, body and soul all are youre 
are you asking only for a feJ u V then 

presents are sent with messenger * He T ^ ° theif 
fully.” (M. R. letters. No. i? 48 j ” aCquauIt VOl! 

full 

for full co-operatton is further evident from the 1«S 



Patriots and Traitors -1857-58 




he wrote to Secunder Sahib and Bahauddin Sahib 
Inamdar ( or Jamadar ) of Meeraj. These two brothers 
were directed by the Raja of Shorapur to find out some 
piace and occupy it in his following letter 

7. “ Your brother Bawa Sahib came here and 
we pleased him very much, he has seen the Jammait 
etc., of the Sansthan and returned to you, therefore 
take your Jammait and seize some place, Patwardhan 
is at your service. I have informed Toormal as above 
and sent this letter with him. The moment you 
read this letter you must come here without delay, I 
have sent a Hundi to Moilen, the Sawakar, for your 
expenses. The bearer of this letter will let ■'ou know 
all about the rest. ( T. R. Letters Nos. 5, P. D. 
Vol. 28 of 1858 Page 172) 

We do not know whether they went to Shorapur 
on receipt of this letter. But some time afterwards they 
wrote to Amritrao seeking help in occupying some place. 
In reply Amritrao wrote as follows:— 

8. “ I gather from your letter and message delivered 
by your brother Bawa Sahib that commanded by 
Shrimant Raja Sahab you are to find out some suitable 
place for yourself and your men and you want me to 
help you in the matter. Your counting on my helo as 
inevitable to you makes me wild with happiness. I am 
ready to contribute my humble mite. You must find 
some suitable place and inform me of your requirements. 
Jutt and Meeraj are not situated afar. Messages could 
easily be reached from either side. From now I am 
keeping my help ready for instantaneous despatch and 
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eagerly awaiting to hear the finding of the place and 
the help required from me.” (M. R. Letters, No. 1-90) 

The last evidential record in the preparatory drama 
from the centre of Juth is the letter of Purshotam Giri 
Bawa to Venkatappah Naik, the cousin of the Shorapur 
Raja, from Oomrani. He writes : 

9. “ The letter you wrote letting me know to come 

to you I have received and understood its contents. I 

would have come at once, but being unwell I am 

under medical treatment and therefore, I am still here 

and according to your advice bring certain Dustavaizes. 

I have remained here and I shall give as many proofs 

as may be necessary. Keep your mind easy and do act 

as Bassapah and Hammapah tell you. After they come 

here to me I shall wait on you. Examine the papers 

they have without delay and keep them with you and 

mention them to no one, I shall serve you till I die. 

I can do nothing else. You are my supporter. Have 

no apprehension whatever in your mind. I shall 

arrange your business completely (Pukka). Make 

arrangement as the two aforesaid individuals tell me. If 

there are any other papers I shall bring them when I 

come to see you.” ( T. R. Letter No. 6 P. D. Vol. 
Pages 173-174) 

From this letter one thing is clear that business at 
the Juth centre was not complete and Bawa was not 
prepared to leave the place unless Pukka arrangement 
was made to his full satisfaction. Had the date been 
appointed and simultaneous action as conjectured 
taken place, the British would have been called 
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upon to face several attacks through Maharashtra, and 
Southern Maratha country at Mysore, Bellary, Belgaum, 
Nargundi, Jamkhandi, Miraj, Juth and many other places 
and would have been defeated and History of the uprising 
would have been written differently. 

Unfortunately, the British—through their spies— 
got scent of the preparations going on at Shorapur and 
the correspondence between various centres. They 
concentrated their mighty power against Shorapur and 
mustered their forces from all four sides and compelled 
the Shorapur Raja to come in open clash—long before 
the appointed date—the fixing of which was still in 
the process of consideration. They crushed him before 
support from any of his friends could arrive. What 
part Juth would have played, it is very difficult to say 
now, but we can conveniently say that he had made 
full preparation for the coming struggle. As stated 
above he had mounted guns at Huljatee, Oomadee, Juth 
and Oomarni and repaired the walls of these places. The 
moment the geographical situation of these places are 
visualised it becomes apparent that these four places 
were intended to defend attack from Kaladgi in 
the South, Miraj and other places in the west, from 
Mungalwedha in the north, Bijapur in the East, where 
British Military outposts were established. 

He had spent lavishly in contributing towards the 
general funds for arms and ammunitions, repairing 
walls of towns and securing arms for himself and 
incurred a debt of Rs. 03,000/- between April 1857 
and April 1858 . When asked to account for the amo¬ 
unt he was unable to give any satisfactory statement. 
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His inability to render accounts made others take for 
granted that he had squandered the money. He was 
deprived of even the semblance of power that he once 
enjoyed* Kibev was given absolute power. 

4 • 

L As Mr* Rose had completed one part of his 
mission, the confiscation of arms and ammunitions at 
Juth before 30th April 1858, it appears that he had 
also completed his investigation in respect of the com¬ 
plicity of Juth in intrigues and conspiracy started 
by Shorapur Raja by that time. Hence, he had not 
spent more time at Juth for his double missions. 
We have referred above about the terrorisation and 
arrest of about 500 persons by Mr. Rose. It is im¬ 
perative now to find out some conclusive evidence in 
respect of the arrests and terrorisation. Lieutenant 
W. A. Kerr, the Commander S. M. I. Hourse-in- 
charge of the Krishna and Bhima frontier, in his 
letter dated 5th June 1858 from B japur to the General 
of the Army Head Quarters at Poona, writers : “ I have 
the honour to report that in order to prevent any¬ 
body of insurgents crossing the Krishna from the 
South, I have caused all the Ferry Boats and Baskets 
between Chitapoor and Dhansur to be collected at the 
latter place, which is the postal line, on the North 
bank of the river where all except one are handed up 
and guarded by the party of Swars. Spies have gone 
in every direction. They report the feeling of the 
country, especially at Jutt, Dafflapur, Meerai and 
Rasawara to be enimical to the Government caused 
by the numerous arrests lately made by Colonel 
Jacob, Mr. Rose and late Mr. Manson.*' ( P. D. S. 
Vol. 29 of 1858 Page 411*) We find from the quota- 
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tion of Lieutenant Kerr that a large number of 
people were arrested by Mr. Rose from Juth and 
Dafflapur and that the people had become enimical 
to the Government. Besides we find that Lieutenant 
Kerr had based his statement on the information 
supplied by his spy, whom he had sent to Juth to 
report on the feeling of the people. 

The spy in question was one Hari Ballal Pant* 
He submitted his report to Lieutenant Kerr and the 
Agent, Zillah Dakhan. Fortunately, we have a copy 
of his report, the transalation of which is reproduced 
below in full. 


Translation of Jasus Hari Ballal Pant's Marathi report: 


( P. D. S. R. No. 1-17 ) 

Musafak Meharban Karmfarmaye Sahab Agent 
Bahadur Zillah Dakhan after Salam Vafadar Jasus 
Hari Balaji Pant prays:- 

In accordance with the order of Lt. W. A. Kerr 
Sahab I came to Juth Ulaka for tracing the rebels 
and feeling the mind of people. After moving hither 
and thither in villages and hamlets, the prevalent news 
collected are submitted to Sahab Bahadur, being deta¬ 
iled in clauses:— 

Deshmukh Narainrao Oomranikar on hearing the 
news that Rose Sahab Bahadur was coming, ran away* 
Where he is gone, it is not known: 
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Rose Sahab from Juth, Oomrani, Dafflapur and 
many other villages of Juth and Kuragee, arrested about 
four or five hundred persons and detained them. 
Having flogged some and punished others and admo¬ 
nishing the lot he released them. He got about one 
hundred persons enchained and handcuffed and took 
them with him. The heart of the people is, therefore, 
changed. Nobody is friendly to the Government. All 
are turned hostile. 

During the day everyone says he is faithful to the 
Sarkar, but in night prays Narainrao Oomranikar and 
encourages Raja Amritrao Dafflay saving: “ You are 
my King, my parent; I will not desert you, I will 
not betray you; Imperceptions of God, Have faith in 
me. Do whatever is your intention without hesitation. 
Whatever is your fate that is mine. 

These are dangerous. Proper arrangements should 
be made at onee. 

Faithful servant of the Sahao 
Sd. Hari Balal Pant Jasus, 

Unfortunately, the Jasus Hari Pant does not men¬ 
tion the date in his report. But its date could be 
conveniently located. We know that Mr. Rose had 
started on his double mission after 10th April 1858, 
and completed the confiscation of arms and investiga¬ 
tion before 28th April 1858. Besides, we know that 
Lt. Kerr had reported on 5th June the feeling of the 
people as enimical to the Government caused by the 
large number of arrests made by Mr* Rose from Juth, 
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So the report of the spy must have been submitted 
after 30th April and before 5th June 1858. No more 
evidence is required regarding the arrests and the 
• terrorisation of the people and infliction of bodily 
i punishment. 

Now we know from the report of Hari Pant that 
- the principal actor in the drama, Appa Sahab Narain- 
Rao Oomranikar Dufilay, had left and gone somewhere 
and was not to be traced. So Mr. Rose failed to con¬ 
tact him or get any elucidation of the intrigues. So he 
reported that nothing could be done on mere suspicion 
in his report No. 722 dated 24ly July, 1858. With 
regard to the correspondence between Juth and Shora- 
.pur Rajas he had confronted Raja Amritrao Dufflay 
with his original letter and copy of Shorapur Raja's 
letter found from Shorapur Duftar. Amritrao boldly 
acknowledged this and said that Juth and Shorapur 
.states have been on friendlv terms since the time of the 
Bijapur Government, both were Feudatories to Bijapur 
and maintained close and intimate relations and after 
the downfall of the Bijapur Kingdom both declared 
that they were independent and opposed Bnadshah 
Aurangzabe. Both had seen various ups and downs 
but maintained their friendly relations. Complimentary 
letters and presents have passed from both sides. 

In the absence of other evidence, this bold state¬ 
ment acknowledging the receipt of the Shorapur letter 
and sending of presents was thoroughly corroborated 
by the statement of the Shorapur Raja himself 
and left Mr. Rose in lurch and in spite of his zeal 
he could do nothing against Amritrao. 
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In spite of Mr. Rose’s complete failure in the 
investigation, the result was very painful for Raja 
Amritrao. He was deprived of even the semblence of 
power and was told not to interfere in any way with the 
management of the State by the Karabari and to 
keep himself shut in the Wada and to pass his life 
peacefully. Thus Sadashiv Ballal was given absolute 
power to rule Juth as he liked. He governed the 
country for six years. 



(8) KIBEY GIVEN ABSOLUTE POWER 

There was a quarrel between Amritrao and Sadashiv 
Ball 1 Kibey soon after the latter took charge of the 
management of his Jaghir in May 1855• For some reason 
Mr* Rose arbitrarily rejected the charges preferred by 
Amritrao against Kibey and he acknowledged the 
charges preferred by Kibey against Amritrao as sacro¬ 
sanct. In January 1857, Mr. Rose called Raja Amritrao 
to his camp and kept him there for a long time. He 
brought pressure upon Amritrao and effected reconci¬ 
liation between him and Kibey, and submitted his 
report to the Government on 25th February 1857. Mr. 
Chapman in his report No. 32 dated 7th January, 
1863, embodies the whole situation, very beautifully, 
in a nutshell which we reproduce here :— 


Extracts fro 


m 


para 



Warned by that officer of the danger of the course 
he was persuing the chief promised to amend his 
behaviour and to treat with respect and courtesy the 
Agents appointed by the Government to assist him, but 
this promise does not appear to have been fulfilled. 
On the contrary he is said to have exhibited in various 
ways impatience of the control and authority of the 
British Government. He wrote insolent and in tempo 
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rate letters to the collector declaring that he would not 
have Sadashiv Ballal Kibey imposed on him as his 
Agent. 

Extracts from para 8. 

Mr. Rose concluded his report by stating that he 
was quite satisfied with the ability of Sadashiv Ballal 
and should the Jaghirdar hereafter attempt to set aside 
this man it wouli be his painful duty to submit to 
Government whether he should be permitted to be mis¬ 
governed or whether the Government or his Jaghir by 
attachment should not be put into others hand. 

Extracts from Para 9. 

On receipt of this report, Mr. Rose was informed 
on 8th May, 1857 in letter No. 2008 that the Govern¬ 
ment approved of the warning which had been con¬ 
veyed to the young chief by him and that officer was 
requested to communicate to the chief in the plainest 
terms the instructions of the Government to guard 
his subject by attachment of his state should it be 
found that he continued to interfere with the adminis¬ 
tration of the Karabari. 

The ooove quoted paras 7, 8 and 9 from the pro¬ 
ceedings on Mr. Chapman's report are quite clear and 
give a thorough insight of the situation. Besides it 
provides full knowledge of the Government's reaction 
on Mr. Rose's report dated 25th February. Still we 
cannot help reproducing Government letter No. 20C8 
dated 8th May, 1857 and accordingly it is reproduced 
below : 
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EXTRACTS from Government letter No. 2008 
dated 8th May 1857 : 

Para 2 : In reply I am directed to inform you that 
his Lordship in Council has received with great regret 
the report of the misconduct and mal-administration 
of the chief of Juth and fully approves of the warning 
conveyed to him by you. 

Para 3 : The Right Honourable the Governor-in- 

Council has no hope of improvement in this chief, 

♦ 

but it is very possible that his ' fears may induce him 
not to interfere with the administration of the Karabari 
Sadashiv Ballal. Should this expectation prove incorrect 
his Lordship-in-Council will not fail to guard the 
chief's subjects from the evils of his mismanagement 
by attachment of his estate and thus depriving one 
wno have proved unworthy of his position, of all sub¬ 
stance of authority. 

Para 4. I am instructed to report that you will 
communicate to the chief of Juth the above intention 
of the Government in the plainest terms." 

Even before the decision of the Government reach¬ 
ed Mr. Rose the reconciliation effected by him between 
Amritreo and Kibey was broken only after a month 
and a week in the Varsh Prathipada Darbar. Kibey 
lef the Darbar threatening to teach Amritrao the lesson 
of his life. After leaving the Darbar whether Kibey 
stayed in Juth and sent in his report to Mr. Rose or 
leaving Juth went himself to him and personally report¬ 
ed the clash and what steps Mr. Rose took on his 
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reporting the rupture between himself and Amritrao in 
spite of his stern warning, we do not know. 

However, Mr. Rose in his report No. 080 dated 23rd 
September, 1857 writes in para 10 : u The very unsatis¬ 
factory manner in which Amritrao Duff lay managed his 
affairs form the subject of correspondence. [ ( 1 ) Letter 
from Government in the Pol. Dept. No. 1051 dated 
10th March 1857. ( 2 ) To Govt. No. 252 dated 25th 

Jan. 1857, Pol. Dept. ] He has been warned as desired 
in Government letter No. 2008 dated 8th May, 1857, 
Political Department, and the result of this warning 
will be stated in future reports.” 

We do not know whether Mr. Rose submitted his 
proimised report stated in the above extract or not, 
but it is certain that after the receipt of Government 
letter No. 2008 dated 8th May, 1857, he conveyed the 
Government's warning to Amritrao. Unfortunately, he 
does not disclose whether the warning conveyed to* 
Amritrao was verbal or written and when and where 
it was conveyed. We are sufficiently acquainted with 
the habits of Mr. Rose that he used to call Amritrao 
to his camo and admonish him. So it could safely be 
assumed that he called him in his presence and convey¬ 
ing the warning had asked him not to interfere any 
more with the management of the Jaghir by the Kara- 
bari Sadashiv Balia) Kibey. Presumably, the warning 
was conveyed some time after 8th May and before 
23rd September 1857, most probably after a fortnight, 
on or about 24th May 1857, an air tight compartment 
was created berween Amritrao and Sadashiv Ballal 
Kibey, his Karabari. Amritrao being deprived of all 
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power was made a nominal one, while Kibey getting 
rid of his interference, became a virtual sovereign in 
the country* After this tnere was no meeting between 
these two ( The Ruler and The Karabari). Amritrao 
kept himself confined within the Wada and left the Kar- 
bar» to do as he liked, while Kibey, carried on the 
management entirely 0:1 his own. 

Hereafter, it appears that Amritrao fully devoted 
himself in the subversive movement thinking that that 
was the only way to get rid of not only the imposi¬ 
tion of the Karbari but the British domination as well* 
He plunged into the movement with heart and soul and 
started all out preparations. Arms and ammunitions were 
collected, walls of towns were repaired, trenches were 
dug and guns were mounted under the very nose of 
Karabari Sadashiv Ballal Kibey. It is surprising that 
Sadashiv Ballal Kibey did not get any scent of the sub¬ 
versive movement in these preparations in spite of the 
gathering clouds around and the alertness and awaken¬ 
ing of the British authorities. We know that the Ma¬ 
gistrate of Sholapur had informed Mr. Rose about the 
likely co-operation between Juth and Shorapur and des¬ 
patched the Aden Troops for the encirclement of Juth. 
Mr. Rose nad himself wired to Lord Elphistone stating 
that Juth always inclined to be troublesome and there 
was a move for co-operation with Shorapur, on 24th 
August, 1857 a month before his Report No. 986 dated 
23rd September 1858. Why Kibey was not asked to ex¬ 
plain his inability to understand the motive of the pre¬ 
paration md why his failure to report the matter to 
the authorities was ignored by t e Government is a 
mystery. 
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During his double mission—confiscation of arms 
and investigation into Juth activities—Mr, Rose in 
spite of his making a large number of arrests and 
terrorisation of the people, failed to find any evidence 
to link up Juth activities with Shorapur and declared 
Amritrao quite unfit and incapable on his failure 
to account for the huge debt amounting to 
Rs. 63,000 /• and forbade him not to have any thing 
to do with the State management and thank his stars 
for he was not imprisoned or deported but simply 
asked to keep aloof from the management of the Jaghir 
and to confine himself within the four walls of his 
Wada and lead his life as he liked. Mamasahab, finding 
the atmosphere quite changed, advised Amritrao to keep 
quiet and he agreed to do as he was asked to do. 

We do not know whether Mr. Rose reported his 
proceedings to the Government and secured approva 
for the same. We have strong reasons to believe that 
he neither reported his proceedings nor secured the 
approval of the Government for the same. It was 
his arbitrary verbal order. By his arbitrary action, 
Mr. Rose gave absolute power to Sadashiv Ballal Kibey 
to administer the Jaghir as an attachment officer. 
This state of affairs remained till December 186 when 
Mr. Chapman reported the matter indirectly to the 
Government and asked for the removal of Sadashiv 
Ballal Kibey and the restoration of sovereign power to 
Amritrao. The Government while replying to Chapman's 
report has made a long survey of the situation but 
there is no trace of any sanction given to Mr. Rose's 
proceeding. However, we find Mr. Rose writing onl 
2lst July 1858 in para 18 of his report, “ the Jaghlrdar 
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has now little impatience of the control and appeared 
to be willing to accept the advice, but I had reason to 
believe that he is entirely in the hands of his adherents 
and followers and that he takes no interest in the 
administration of his Jaghir and is incapable of taking 
any part in it.” Thus spreads the curtain over his 
doings and puts a seal on the fate of Amritrao with 
whom he was greatly annoyed ever since the quarrel 
started between Amritrao and Sadaahiv Ballal Kibey 
in July or August 1853. 


I MPORTANT NOTE 

HISTORICAL RESUME OF PART I] 

— CONTENTS — 

(Life Sketches) 

# 

( a ) Juth Orbit-( 1 ) Raja Amritrao Daffale ( 2 ) Mama- 
Saheb Sawant ( 3 ) Appasaheb Oomranikar. ( b ) Shorapur 
Orbit —( 1 ) Raja Venkattappa Naik ( 2 ) Purushottam Giri 
Bava (3) Toormal (4) Rukaitdars ( 5 ) Three Brothers 
(6) Mahipalsing ( 7 ) Pootuswami. ( c ) Patwardhan Orbit — 
(. 1 ) Meeraj ( 2 ) Sangli ( 3 ) Jamkhandi (4) Tasgaon (5) 
Kurundwad. ( d ) Residency Orbit— { 1 ) Radashiv Ballal 
Kibey (2) J* N. Rose. 


APPENDIX I 


( P. D. Vol. 30 of 1858. Pages 37-117 ) 

trial of shorapur 

PROSECUTOR’S ADDRESS TO THE COURT 

The Principal of Shorapoor originally formed part 
of the Kingdom of Bijapoor. But about the period of 
Aurangzeb availed himself of the confussion of the times 
to revolt He purchased a nominal independance bv 
payment of a tribute to the Nizam and to the Peshwa^ 

By the i7th Article of the treaty of isoo the 
Bntish Government engaged to enforce the just claims 
of the Nizams against the Rajahas of Shorapoor ad 

“ Jf 2 ' J hen called u P° n to do so the tribute due 
to the Nizam was fixed with the consent nf 

parties at Rs. 1,45,000. This sum was levied in is vs h ^ 

the British Government having succeeded to the rights W 

arrears of ,he tribute due “„ce m 9 h,f, P " r Ra ' 3 ’ 
claims on condition that Rajah relinquished tT U f 
ceruin ransoms from the neighbS^SutricS ' ,tIe “ 

In 1823 the aligning Rajah Sukkap Da NaJt a- a 
and the succession was disputed by his sons 

re a rmta d ed Han " aPPah ^ Th ' Minister of 

»“of “hTpay^^L K,Sh f aPPi ™“ 
rupees in addition to ? the tributeT'f ° f .*? . Ukhaso f 

the -iLln «j^Ss *£* ^ ^ 
the Shorapoor Prtnupaltty **£££?&*£ 
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The tribute Kist for the three years were paid without 
the interference of the British Government, but in 1830 its 
assistence was called for, and during the nine years—till 
1839 not a single payment to the Nizam was made with¬ 
out the British Troops being sent to enforce it. 

In 1842 it was considered very undesirable that 
matter should be allowed any longer to continue in 
this unsatisfactory state. Captain Gurley was, therefore, 
ordered to repair to Shorapoor and report on the 
present and past condition of the Shorapoor Districts 
^nd to state upon what principale the British Govern-? 
ment could arbitrate a fair amount of the tribute and 
to what extent it could with justice enforce the Nizam's 
demands* Captain Gurley reported that British Govern¬ 
ment by treaty were bound to enforce the just demands 
of the Nizam against the Shorapoor Rajah. 

The prisoner's father died in August 1842 and 
Rajah Venkttappah Naik, then a boy of 8 years of age, 
succeeded him and since then up to this period, he 
has enjoyed the cordial protection of the British Govern¬ 
ment, by whose order he was for several years, when 
he was minor, under the tutelage of Captain Meadow's 


Taylor, who had charge of the adminislration of the 
Shorapoor State until the 30th June, 1853 when it was 
delivered over by the British Government to the charge 
of the Rajah Venkattappah Naik in good order and 
free from debt. On 23rd of that month, Col. Low C, 
B. Resident at Hyderabad addressed a letter to the 


prisoner when he had attended his majority. Copy of 
which I herewith submit to the Court. ( This letter 


is read, marked A and appended). 

The prisoner in reply to the letter on 25th of July 
1853 appreciated the good will of the Paramount 
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power under whose protection his principality has 
oeen recovered from its difficulties, and the Rajah 
expressed himself honoured and exalted by the receipt of 
the Colonel's friendly letter, promised to act in accor¬ 
dance with all the instruction contained in it and finally 
declaring himself at all times under the protection of 
the British Government prays that may continue to 

B r S e a C p P e a nded P ) rt ° niSe Wm ( C ° Py ° f the letter marked 

Further to show the court how unworthy has been 
the return, the prisoner has made for the great interest 

the Government of Jndia has taken in him. On the 

fo L r ? rthei \ 1 Pr ° duce an original letter 
he Court from the Secretary to the Governor 

denTS H lndl UA° Maj ° r General L S - Fraser - Resi - 

graphs 8 a y „dT:- °" ’“ h A “ BUS ' ,8 * 2 “ 

■ * * Th /r Governor General cannot but feel much 
interested for the future welfare of the minor heir suc- 

Lord 11 ?- Under SUCh dlfficult circumstances and His 
Lordship trusts you will extend your care to him 

in the spirit of friendship and goodwill ” 

(P. D. Vol. 30 of 1858. Pages 115-117 ) 

.he Rafal Tshl h H DaS “ Ve2 beari "8 *e seal of 
rne Kajah of Shorapoor dated nth Tarmdi TTi auu 

12«7 Faslee or 20th December ,857 Jamad ‘- U| - Afchat 

To 

Seeddee Sooleman Sahab Jamdar 

ou must know I require floo Amh<; f or o • ' 
you must brine them TU» r for servic e # 

Aetei ^ ^ ™n.h“roS 
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To 

Tasdook Hoosain Sahab Nawab 

I make known to you that I require 500 men for 
.service, you must bring them. The pay of each Sawar 
?s 35 rupees. I will enrol them from the date of their 
arrival for six months. The pay of each Wallaittee to 
be 12 rupees and of each Dakani 8 rupees. 

To 

Meer Araff Ally Jamadar 

I make known to you that I require 500 men for 
service. You must bring them. The pay of each 
Sawar is rupees 35. I will enrol them from the date of 
their of arrival for six months. The pay of each Wallai¬ 
ttee to be 12 rupees and of each Dakani 9 rupees. 


From 

To 


APPENDIX II 

( P, D. Vol. 25 of 1857. Pages 538-539. ) 

No. 327 of 1857. 

W. A. Goldflinch Esquire, 

Magistrate of Sholapur. 

H. L. Anderson Esquire, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 
Sholapur Magistrate Office 24th August, 1857. 


Sir, 

I have the honour to forward for the information of 
the Government copy of my letter No. 322 dated 
22nd instant to the Resident of Hyderabad. 

2. The Aden Troops started early on the morn¬ 
ing of Saturday the 22nd and it would have arrived 
at Hipergee, which is to be their Head Quarter, yester¬ 


day about midday. 
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. 3 ; ,1 f eceived another report from the Mamlat- 

dar of Mudebehal mentioning return of messenger he 

a sent to the Raja’s camp for information, with intelli¬ 
gence that the Raja and his followers had returend towards 
S. orapur, that he had no apparent object in making 
his apperance on the frontier and that he was engaging 
c men as Shibandi. The Mamaldar adds that ^in¬ 
habitants of the border villeges are in a state of great 
alarm and many had fled. ° r 

4. There is no doubt whatever that the Raia has 

s'? 0 t!r r f S ° me time p3St ' en £ a S ed in raising a con 
siderable force though it i, known with „,J t 

«h. RasLem « 1" *“ * *° “P°" 

very serious atten/on tffhe mov^nTof “he^ 

I have the honour to be 

Sir, 

Yours most obedient servent 
W. A. Goldfinch 
Magistrate 


From 


To 


Sir, 


P. D. Vol. 25 of 1857. Pages 540 and 542 ) 

No. 322 of 1857 

W. A. Goldfi nch Esquire 
Magistrate, Sholapur. 

The Resident Hydrabad 
Sholapur Magistrate Office 22 nd August 185 , 


of Mudeb'eSjXXoSefcX*, from ' he Amalda 
Territory, tha, the 
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appearance close to our frontier with a large number 
of armed men, horse and foot, also that other men were 
assembling in another part of Shorapur Territory. 

2 . There have been rumours for the last 6 weeks 
or two months that the Raja was assembling men and 
preparing for an expedition but as I could not discover 
any foundation for the rumours I took no notice of them. 

3 . The report on which the Mudebehal Amaldar 
forms his own are from two different sources and is 
most probably true. 


4 . By a letter to Colonel Scobic Commanding the 
Brigade from Captain Taylor received yesterday, I 
learnt that a considrable number of Rohilas have appear¬ 
ed on the western border of His Highness the Nizam 
Territories nearly due east from this station, and since 
I do not think the Shorapur Raja mad enough to 
attempt any thing of the kind alone, I am inclined that 
he and the Rohilas are acting in concert and are mediating 
a foray into some of the adjoining Districts. 

5 . I have thought prudent to dispatch the Aden 
Troops of Scindi Horse to the Southern District of 
this Collectorate and though it is possible that I am 
wronging the Raja of Shorapur by imputing to him 
the character he does his appcarence with a large 
followings on our frontier at this particular time can¬ 
not but excite alarm and distrust. As he is under your 
control I bring his conduct to your notice that you 
may take such necessary measure as you may con¬ 


sider necessary. 


I have the honour Etc. 


Sd. W. A. Goldflinch, Magistrate. 
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To 


( P. D. Vol. 25 of 1857. Page 544 ) 

No. 1526 of 1857 

W. A. Goldflinch Espuire, 

Magistrate of Sholapur. 


jl uuuiauuif 

Sir, 

I am directed by the R. H. G. C. to acknowledge 
the receipt of your letter with enclosure dated 24th in¬ 
stant No. 327, and inform you that the Resident has 
intimated to this Government by electric Telegraph 
that he does not think that Shorapurkar could be so 
mad as to attempt a rising, but if he should make such 
an^attemot arrangemants have been made for crushing 

2. I am at the same time desired to state that 
the proceeding reported in your letter are approved and 
to forward for your information a copy of my letter of 
tlm date No. 1527 the Res ide„, at Hyderabad 

Bombay Castle 

28th A ,gust 1857. Sd. H. L. Anderson 


To 


( P. D. Vol. 25 of 1857. Pages 446-547. ) 

No. 1527 of 1857 

Major C. Davidson, 

Resident at Hyderabad. 


at nyaeraoad. 

t 

No Tsf rIm Cn d“ '°J u y dated 25lh ■"Slant 

Governor ta 2L T , by the Righ * H °™>Me the 

Governor m Counc.1 to forward for you, information 
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copy of a letter from the Magistrate. of Sholapur 
dated 24th instant. No. 327, relative to the proceed¬ 
ings of the Raja of Shorapur. 

2. The Magistrate has been informed that you 

had intimated to this Government by electric Telegraph 

that you do not think the Shorapurkar could be 

so mad as to attempt a rising, but that if he should 

mike such an attempt, arrangements have been made 
for crushing him. 

3. The Magistrate has also been informed that 
the proceedings reported in his letter are approved. 

4. I am instructed to remind you that the cir¬ 
cumstances of the Raja of Shorapur appearing upon 
our borders at the head of a large number of armed 
followers is not the only one of suspicion aginst him, 
and to state that the R. H. G. C. considers 
that the deputation of the emissary, who was found 
endevouring to seduce from their fideity the sepoys 
of the 20th Regiment at Belgaum (translation of which 
was forwarded with my letter quoted in the first para ) 
coupled with the Raja's present proceedings certainly 
affords grounds for inquiry: 

Bombay Castle Sd. H. L. Anderson. * 

28th August 1857. 
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PART III 

PROBING OF HAPPENING IN AUDH 
AND NEPAL TERRITORIES 

AT 

Fattepnr, Chaurasi, Ruia, Rodamau, Sankargad, 
Shahajahanpur, Bhitauli, Chahalari, Chawka- 
ghat, Brahamghat, Colonelgung, Baharaich, 
Nanpara, Bichwa, Baragadia, Banka- 
sia, Bangaon, Gonda, Tulsipur, 

Chitwan, Butwal, Denga 
and Sona^ha-li, 
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PART II 

PROBING OF HAPPENINGS IN MALWA 

at 

Indore, Amjheca, Dhar, Raghogad, Dewas, 

Sihor and Rahatgarh. 

by 
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